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SDI  AND  SPACE  ARMS 


GORBACHEV  BAYKONUR  SPEECH  AGAINST  SCIENTIFIC  ‘INFERIORITY  COMPLEX' 

PM141029  Moscow  PRAVDA  in  Russian  14  May  87  Second  Edition  pp  1,  2 

[TASS  report:  "To  Be  Patriots  of  the  Motherland,  To  Live  and  Work  Conscien¬ 
tiously,  M.S.  Gorbachev's  Speech  at  Meeting  With  Working  People  From  the 
Town  of  Leninsk"— PRAVDA  headline] 


[Excerpts]  Dear  Comrades!  Permit  me  to  cordially  greet  you  on  behalf  of  the 
CPSU  Central  Committee  and  the  Soviet  Government,  and  to  thank  you  for  your 
shock  labor,  for  your  persistence,  and  for  your  creative  labor  on  behalf  o 
our  homeland. 


have  always  pronounced  the  word  "Baykonur 
symbol  of  our  homeland's  greatest  exploit  — 
SovJrt‘‘;cien;eTnd"thTgreat  potential  of  the  socialist  social  system. 


All  of  us  Soviet  people 
emotion.  It  has  become  a 


with  special 
a  triumph  of 


Here,  in  the  boundless  steppes  of  Kasakhstan,  one  enperienoes  a  sens,,  of  pride  in  the 

intellect  and  deeds  of  Soviet  people  and  in  and  L  iLZl 

senses  more  strongly  the  greatness  and  might  of  the  Land  of  Octoner  a 
achievements  which  have  crowned  the  70-yeat  path  of  the  peoples  of  grea 

multinational  state  since  the  October  Socialist  Revolution. 


It  was  from  here  mankind  first  stepped  into  outer  space,  opening  a  new  page 
in  the  history  of  civilization.  It  was  from  here  at  Baykonur,  in  October 
1957,  that  the  first  artificial  earth  satellite  ~  a  symbol  of  revolutionary 
science  and  technology  —  was  put  into  orbit.  It  was  from  here,  on  12  Apri 
1961,  that  man's  first  flight  into  space  was  carried  out  —  the  remarkable 
flight  by  our  countryman  Yuriy  Alekseyevich  Gagarin.  These  are  all  great 
landmarks  in  the  development  of  Soviet  science  and  technology. 


.‘r,rx" 

iLin's  dream  of  turning  our  state  into  a  great  industrial  power. 

the  most  up-to-date  science  and  technology. 


1 


I  would  like  to  single  out  in  particular  the  following:  Everything  here  at  the  space 
center,  from  the  most  complex  launch  facilities,  testing  facilities,  and  laboratories 
to  the  powerful  carrier  rockets,  space  apparatus,  and  their  life  support  systems 
equipped  with  modern  computers  and  highly  sensitive  instruments  all  this  has  been 
produced  by  us  in  the  USSR.  It  is  all  high-quality  and  state  of  the  art  technology. 

Once  again  a  simple  but  very  important  question  comes  to  mind:  Why  do  we  at  times  try 
to  acquire  even  simple  items  from  abroad  if  we  are  today  capable  of  resolving  such 
vast,  large-scale  and  complex  tasks?  Everything  seen  here  leads  once  again  to  the  deep 
conviction:  There  is  no  reason  for  us  to  go  abroad,  hat  in  hand  in  this  way. 

No  embargoes,  no  ban  imnposed  by  certain  foreign  circles  on  selling  us  technology  and 
equipment  will  slow  down  the  development  of  our  country  or  the  implementation  of  the 
great  social  and  economic  plans  connected  with  restructuring  and  the  acceleration  o 
our  economy . 

This  once  again  convinces  me  of  the  need  to  give  every  support  to  our  science,  our 
scientific  intelligentsia,  engineers,  and  designers. 

On  the  other  hand,  it  is  necessary  to  strengthen  demands,  to  put  an  end  to  a  kind  of 
inferiority  complex,  to  actually  develop  the  immense  scientific  potential  we  have 
accumulated  over  the  70  years  of  Soviet  power.  This  is  within  our  reach;  and  this. 
Comrades,  is  one  of  the  central  tasks  of  restructuring. 

Speaking  of  achievements  in  space,  one  senses  the  living  continuity  of  generations.  In 
today's  conversations  we  often  remember  those  who  began  this  great  work  30  years  ago 
which  placed  our  country  in  the  forefront  of  scientific  and  technical  progress. 
Indeed,  the  major  scientists  and  designers  of  our  country  have  always  worked  in  the 
field  of  missile  and  space  technology. 

Academicians  Korolev,  Keldysh,  Yangel,  Chelomey,  Pilyugin,  and  other  outstanding 
specialists  in  many  areas  of  science  and  technology  were  at  the  origins  of  Soviet  space 
research.  These  people  did  not  spare  themselves  in  their  work.  They  did  not  puruse 
fame,  for  the  main  thing  to  them  was  not  personal  honors  and  comfort,  but  the  might  and 
prosperity  of  our  homeland.  They  were  people  of  high  socialist  morality.  When  we 
speak  of  the  present  and  of  our  tasks,  I  believe  it  is  appropriate  to  say  a  good  word 
for  these  specialists.  They  were  ahead  of  their  time  in  their  ideas  and  their  views. 
They  were  truly  the  pioneers  of  the  scientific  and  technical  revolution. 

A  great  constellation  of  their  heirs  and  students,  who  are  continuing  their  work  with 
confidence  and  are  holding  high  the  banner  of  Soviet  science,  are  in  this  hall  today. 

On  behalf  of  the  CPSU  Central  Committee  and  the  Soviet  Government,  I  would  like  to 
greet  you  all.  We  highly  value  your  outstanding  contribution  to  resolving  the  greatest 
of  scientific  and  technical  problems  of  our  development. 

From  this  platform  I  would  particularly  like  to  greet  the  Soviet  cosmonauts.  Work  in 
space  demands  the  utmost  in  training,  the  most  profound  knowledge,  and  the  greatest 
qualities  of  will  and  morale. 

Soviet  cosmonauts  have  to  their  credit  the  world's  longest  space  flight  and  at  the 
present  time  a  whole  space  laboratory  is  functioning  in  near  earth  orbit.  This  is  in 
itself  a  very  telling  fact.  We  can  already  see  new  stages  in  our  peaceful  development 
of  space:  the  Mir  station,  the  Kvant  scientific  module  and  the  Soyuz  and  Progress-29 
craft,  where  Yuriy  Romanenko  and  Aleksandr  Laveykin  are  keeping  their  difficult  vigil. 
Let  us  from  here,  from  Baykonur,  greet  our  cosmonauts.  Let  us  also  greet  all  those  who 
carry  out  flight  preparations  and  guarantee  the  success  of  work  in  space,  and  who  work 
around  the  clock  for  the  sake  of  all  this.  This  is  at  times  exhausting  and  very 
difficult,  responsible  work. 
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There  is  no  distinction  between  main  and  auxiliary  work  here.  It  can  be  said 
that  all  are  equal,  in  the  sense  that  much,  indeed  almost  everything,  depends 
on  each  individual.  The  most  important  thing  is  the  result.  No  mistakes  may 
be  made  either  in  large  or  small  things.  This  is  an  example  for  all  Soviet 
people,  an  example  we  need  very  much  now  at  a  time  when  society  has  set  the 
performance  of  fresh  tasks.  The  fresh  tasks  cannot  be  achieved  using  the 
old  approaches  and  the  old  level  of  knowledge  and  vocational  training.  We 
all  need  to  work  the  way  people  work  at  the  space  center  to  perform  the  tasks 
at  hand.  We  need  to  be  patriots,  to  live  and  work  conscientiously  and 
competently  carry  out  the  task  we  have  been  assigned. 


An  acquaintance  with  your  work  has  further  vast  significance,  a  significance  of  grea 
political  importance.  What  is  happening  here  and  the  fact  that  the  solution  of  such 
very  difficult  problems  is  within  your  abilities  convinces  me  the  tasks  set  for  our 
science  and  technology,  and  above  all  for  Soviet  machine  building,  by  the  27th  congress 
are  within  our  powers  and  that  they  will  be  fulfilled.  This  is  the  key  sector  which 
will  enable  our  economy  to  be  raised  to  new  heights,  to  a  new  technical  level  and  to 
greater  savings  of  resources  in  the  work  of  all  branches  of  the  national  economy. 
Without  that.  Comrades,  there  can  be  no  acceleration. 


We  have  gained  much  from  research  aimed  at  the  peaceful  conquest  of  space.  We  are  also 
faced  wifh  tasks  which  we  must  comtemplate.  How  are  we  to  make  the 

more  weighty  both  for  science  and  for  the  whlole  national  economy?  This  is  the 

practical  task  with  which  we  are  faced  today  in  all  its  magmtiude.  e  mus 
Jore  boldly  from  experiments  and  research  work  to  the  planned  and  wide-ranging 
appUcarion  of  existing  opportunities  in  the  interests  of  the  country's  socioeconomic 
development.  From  the  USSR  Academy  of  Sciences,  the  USSR 

and  Technology,  the  USSR  Main  Space  Administration,  [Glavkosmos]  and  all  the  minis 
and  departments  concerned  we  expect  considered  and  viable  proposals  on  expanding 
application  of  the  achievements  of  space  technology  in  the  national  economy. 

Mikhail  Sergeyevich  Gorbachev  also  stressed  the  defense  significance  of  the  work  being 
cLried  out^'y  the  labor  collectives  at  Baykonur.  He  said:  Our  Policy  of  a  peacefu 
space  is  not  a  sign  of  weakness.  It  is  an  expression  of  the  Soviet  Union  s 
peace-loving  foreign  policy.  We  are  proposing  to  the  international  community 
^operation  in  the  conquest  of  peaceful  space.  This  is  receiving  a  positive  response 

worldwide . 


We  oppose  the  arms  race,  including  in  space.  Feverish  efforts  are  now  being 
undertaken  by  U.S.  ruling  circles  to  create  obstacles  to  the  progress  which 
has  taken  shape  in  the  search  for  an  accord.  It  is  now  a  crucial  moment  in 
the  development  of  the  world  situation,  and  we  must  act  dynamically  and  wit 
careful  consideration.  We  shall  undertake  all  that  is  necessary  to  achieve 
real  progress. 


Our  interests  here  coincide  with  the  interests  of  the  American  people  and  with  the 
interests  of  the  other  peoples  of  the  world.  They  do  not  coincide  with  the  interests 
of  those  who  make  a  business  out  of  the  arms  race  and  who  want  to  achieve  military 
superiority  through  space.  You  are  conversant  with  our  latest  \ 

thLe  that  deal  with  clearing  Europe  of  nuclear  weapons.  It  is  up  to  the  United  States 
and  the  NATO  countries.  They  must  now  show  what  their  policy,  which  they  have  been 
adlrtising  for  so  many  years,  is  worth,  and  what  their  statements  on  these  questions 

are  worth. 
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Now  it  is  important  as  never  before  for  the  world  public  and  all  progressive  forces  to 
rise  to  the  struggle  against  the  forces  which  do  not  want  disarmament.  Everything  that 
concerns  the  arms  race  is  now  so  serious  that  the  world  is  at  a  crossroad.  In  which 
direction  will  the  world  go?  That  is  the  question.  The  task  is  not  to  miss  the  chance 
which  is  opening  up  thanks  to  our  policy,  which  is  full  of  initiative.  It  is  supported 
by  broad  circles  in  the  world.  We  will  act  consistently  to  improve  international 
relations. 

Any  lofty  talk  about  defense  against  nuclear  weapons  is  the  greatest  deception 
of  the  peoples.  It  is  precisely  from  these  positions  that  we  evaluate  the  so- 
called  Strategic  Defense  Initiative  which  the  U.S.  Administration  is  seeking 
to  implement.  SDI  is  not  only  robbery  of  the  taxpayers,  it  is  a  senseless 
venture  from  the  viewpoint  of  defense.  What  is  the  greatest  danger  of  SDI 
we  must  know  about?  It  destroys  strategic  stability.  The  arms  race  passes 
into  space,  which  will  whip  up  even  more  the  arms  race  on  earth.  But  is  this 
really  the  world  for  which  we  all  are  striving?  It  is  a  world  in  which 
something  unpredictable  could  always  happen,  where  the  possibilities  of 
dangerous  situations  will  Increase,  arising  not  by  virtue  of  political  deci¬ 
sions  but  by  virtue  of  malfunctioning  equipment.  We  are  categorically 
against  transferring  the  arms  race  to  space. 

We  see  it  as  our  duty  to  point  out  the  serious  danger  of  SDI  to  the  whole  world.  We 
are  confident  we  are  acting  in  the  interests  of  the  Soviet  people  and  in  the  interests 
of  other  peoples.  We  appeal  to  everyone  to  act.  We  are  acting  hand  in  hand  with  the 
socialist  countries.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  conference  of  the  Warsaw  Pact  Political 
Consultative  Committee  to  be  held  at  the  end  of  May  will  have  its  say  on  this  matter. 
People  are  alarmed  at  the  situation  in  the  world.  Opposition  to  militarism  is  growing, 
and  we  highly  value  the  efforts  of  the  international  public  in  the  struggle  against  the 
danger  of  war. 
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SDI  AND  SPACE  ARMS 


TASS  CRITICIZES  SOFAER  REPORT  ON  ABM  TREATY 

'Casuistic  Interpretation' 

LDI50202  Moscow  TASS  in  English  0130  GMT  15  May  87  < 

["Pentagon  Eager  To  Place  Arms  in  Space"  —  TASS  headline] 

[Text]  Moscow  May  U  TASS  -  By  TASS  military  writer  Vladimir  Bogachev: 

In  an  interview  to  the  NBC  television  of  ^  juris tT^f^^the’^^StaS^  Department  ^to 

recently  admitted  that  the  furt  er  a  p  Wars"  program  to  the  spirit  and 

substantiate  the  correspondence  o  •  •  .  missile  systems  are  doomed  to 

of  the  n  a  slipper,  road.  Therefore 

'flirt  “rlher  ado  L'peoLgoh's  chLf  proposed  to  start  the  »llltarls,tro„  of  space 
regardless  of  who  said  what  in  1972. 

Bat  a  fire  of  criticise  under  nhlch  ^"^^00^10^““^^^^^ 

the  USA,  warnings  of  a  number  of  influen  financing  of  the 

of  a  the  administration  to  look  again  for  arguments 

"Strategic  Defense  Initiative  compel  e  treaty  in  the  juridical  area. 

f  "r •  iofirs^i  ietir  t'Zrah  i  ioLe'r^.hiT,/  hlnnderej  earlier.  »,s 
r»ncte''dr  ifohtrres'h  Zro.cU  and  interpretation  in  defense  of  SDI. 

As  it  should  have  been  expected,  the  new  report  of  the  Office  of  the  Legal 
Adviser,  Department  of  State,  is  compiled  in  such  a  way  as  to 
elusion  about  the  legality  of  the  preparation  for  Star  Wars  and  declar 
that  the  U.S.  program  for  large-scale  ABM  is  in  keeping  with  the  provisions 
of  the  1972  trLty.  As  refers  "freshness  of  approach  in  the  new  report, 
it  amounts  to  the  fact  that  casuistic  Interpretation  of  absolutely  unambigu 
ous  provisions  of  the  text  of  the  treaty  is  "borne  up  ^ 

tendentiously  selected  pronouncements  of  Soviet  participants  in  the  talks, 
to  "erroneous  conclusions"  of  U.S.  legislators  and  the  failure  of  senators 
to  grasp  "certain  nuances"  during  the  discussion  at  the  ratification  of  t 

Soviet-U.S.  agreement. 

In  the  1985  report  Sofeer  and  hie  tea»  tried  to  f ‘“'V  '""““‘"i j' 

Statement  D  aimed  at  ensuring  the  implementation  by  the  par  le  stationary 

deploy  any  ABM  systems  and  their  components  except  for  a  limi  hundred  and  fifty 

la^-Lsed  ABM  systems  in  alimited  area  having  a  radius  of  one  hundred 
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kilometres.  The  new  work  by  Sofaer  contains  the  conclusion  that  agreed  Statement  D  was 
"superfluous"  and  that  it  was  almost  by  chance  that  it  was  included  in  the  text. 
Contrary  to  this  agreed  statement,  the  authors  of  the  report  exert  themselves  to  prove 
the  "legality"  of  the  creation  and  testing  of  ABM  systems  based  on  new  physical 
principles  —  laser  beam,  etc  —  outside  the  limits  of  the  area  stipulated  by  the 
treaty. 

It  is  characteristic  that  the  authors  of  the  report  avoided  using  the  word  "space", 
apparently  trying  to  gloss  over  their  plans  of  the  militarisation  of  near-earth  space. 
And  the  plans  of  "Star  Wars"  envisage  the  deployment  of  hundreds  and  even  thousands  of 
units  of  strike  arras  in  space.  Meanwhile,  under  Article  Five  of  the  ABM  Treaty  each 
party  undertakes  not  to  develop,  test,  or  deploy  ABM  systems  or  components  which  are 
sea-based,  air-based,  space-based  or  mobile  land-based. 


At  a  news  conference  on  the  occasion  of  the  report's  publication  Paul  Nitze,  consultant 
to  the  President,  and  Abraham  Sofaer,  legal  adviser  to  the  State  Department,  declared 
that  President  Reagan  is  thoroughly  studying  the  question  of  the  United  States  adopting 
a  "broader  interpretation"  of  the  ABM  Treaty.  They  refused  to  answer  questions  of 
newsmen  if  the  tests  of  new  ABM  systems  planned  by  the  Pentagon  will  violate  the 
provisions  of  the  Soviet-U.S.  treaty. 

Fearing,  apparently,  indignation  of  the  public,  the  U.S.  Administration  decided  to 
present  the  world  its  decision  to  turn  outer  space  into  an  arena  of  the  race  of  lethal 
armaments  not  at  once  but  bit-by-bit. 

'Scuttling'  Treaty 

LD140922  Moscow  TASS  International  Service  in  Russian  0355  GMT  14  May  87 

[Excerpts]  Washington,  14  May  (TASS)  —  TASS  correspondents  Nikolay  Turkatenko  and 
Igor  Ignatyev  report: 

The  State  Department  has  organized  a  news  conference  for  a  "qualified  explanation"  of 
President  Reagan's  report  to  Congress  on  the  analysis  of  the  ABM  Treaty.  It  was 
conducted  by  P.  Nitze,  special  adviser  to  the  President  and  the  secretary  of  state  on 
arms  control,  and  by  A.  Sofaer,  the  State  Department's  chief  legal  adviser.  Juggling 
with  out-of-context  remarks  and  statements  made  by  representatives  of  the  USSR  and  U.S. 
delegations  during  the  drafting  of  the  ABM  Treaty,  and  referring  to  the  various  stages 
of  its  ratification  in  the  U.S.  Congress,  they  asserted  that  there  had  been  no 
intention  to  adhere  to  the  "narrow"  interpretation  on  the  part  of... the  Soviet  Union. 

In  general,  A.  Sofaer  stated,  the  "broad"  interpretation  of  the  treaty  was  "totally 
justified."  "There  are  weighty  grounds  for  a  broad  interpretation  of  the  treaty," 
Nitze  echoed. 

Aiming  to  damp  down  the  criticism  which  the  report  is  expected  almost  certainly  to  meet 
with,  both  in  Congress  and  among  the  U.S.  public,  Nitze  and  Sofaer  have  assurances  that 
President  Reagan  was  "thoroughly  studying"  the  issue  of  "whether  the  SDI  program  should 
be  reorganized  in  order  to  employ  the  broad  interpretation  of  the  ABM  Treaty,"  and  that 
the  administration  was  holding  "close  consultations"  on  the  problem  with  U.S.  allies. 

Whatever  the  upshot  of  all  these  "studies"  and  "consultations",  it  is  already  now  clear 
that  the  report  sent  by  the  President  to  Congress  represents  a  new  step  in  the 
direction  of  scuttling  the  ABM  Treaty  —  a  most  important  agreement  promoting  strategic 
stability  not  only  in  relations  between  the  USSR  and  the  United  States,  but  all  over 
the  world.  They  want  to  distance  themselves  from  it  in  order  to  remove  all  obstacles 
on  the  road  to  implementing  SDI. 


The  depth  of  alarm  in  the  United  States  being  caused  by  such  prospects  is  shown  by  the 
speeches  of  many  members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  during  the  discussions  on  the 
administration's  demand  for  the  allocation  of  funds  for  SDI  for  the  1988  financial 
year  Thus,  J.  Hefley  (R-Colorado)  stressed  that  the  implementation  of  the  Star  Wars 
leads  to  the  destruction  of  the  ABM  Treaty  and  the  wrecking  of  the  whole  process  of 
talks  on  arms  control.  Another  congressman,  R.  Dellums  (D-California),  recalled  tha 
it  is  primarily  the  Pentagon  that  is  rooting  for  SDI.  He  also  recalled  that  262 
members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  have  already  voted  against  a  b*^oad 
interpretation  of  the  treaty  limiting  antimissile  defense  systems,  as  they  understood 
perfectly  well  that  the  testing  of  any  SDI  systems  in  space,  not  to  mention  the 
deployment  [razvertyvaniye]  of  them,  will  destroy  the  ABM  Treaty.  You  cannot  have  both 
SDI  and  the  ABM  Treaty,  he  stressed. 
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SDI  AND  SPACE  ARMS 


TASS  HITS  WEINBERGER  REPORT  TO  REAGAN  ON  ABM  INTERPRETATION 
PM111447  Moscow  PRAVDA  in  Russian  11  May  87  First  Edition  p  5 


[TASS  report:  "Secret  Report  Surfaced"] 

[Text]  New  York,  10  May — Defense  Secretary  Caspar  Weinberger  has  sent  Presi¬ 
dent  Reagan  a  secret  report  urging  him  to  proceed  to  the  so-called  "broad 
interpretation"  of  the  Soviet— U.S.  ABM  Treaty  with  a  view  to  accelerating  the 
implementation  of  the  space  militarization  program. 

This  has  been  learned  by  THE  NEW  YORK  TIMES,  which  reports  that  the  report  proposes,  in 
particular,  conducting  four  tests  of  arms  systems  in  violation  of  the  ABM  Treaty  in  its 
traditional  interpretation.  According  to  THE  NEW  YORK  TIMES,  one  of  these  tests  would 
be  conducted  to  verify  the  U.S.  ability  to  intercept  missiles  and  dummy  warheads  on  the 
main  section  of  the  flight  trajectory.  It  is  proposed  to  intercept  them  with  the  help 
of  missiles  that  destroy  the  target  by  force  of  impact,  not  with  an  explosion. 
the  second  test  a  submarine  is  to  launch  a  target  missile  carrying  du^y  warheads. 
This  experiment  is  designed  for  the  practical  testing  of  space-based  interceptor 
missiles.  A  space-based  chemical  laser  would  be  tested  during  the  third  test  in  1990. 
A  missile  would  be  launched  from  Vandenberg  Air  Base  in  California  within  the  framewo 
of  the  fourth  test.  Then  sensors  would  be  used  to  analyze  the  question  of  whether  it 
is  possible  to  distinguish  the  warheads  on  that  missile  from  dummy  warheads.  The 
report  claims  that  the  proposed  tests  would  make  it  possible  to  substantially 
accelerate  the  realization  of  SDI.  The  United  States,  it  says,  must  either  proceed 
without  delay  to  the  new  interpretation  of  the  ABM  Treaty  or  renounce  it  altogether 

some  time  later. 

The  Pentagon  report  was  prepared  at  a  time  when  an  acute  struggle  is  being  waged  in  the 
U.S.  Congress  over  the  question  of  the  size  of  appropriations  for  the  SDI  program  in 
the  next  fiscal  year  and  over  continued  U.S.  observance  of  the  ABM  Treaty.  According 
to  commentators,  a  mighty  confrontation  is  shaping  up  between  the  ^^te  House  and  the 
Congress  over  these  problems  and  its  being  fanned  by  reports  that  President  Reaga 
intends  to  veto  any  bill  that  limits  U.S.  military  programs. 
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SDI  AND  SPACE  ARMS 


TASS  HITS  WEINBERGER  REPORT  ON  'CONVENTIONAL'  USE  OF  SDI 
LD071326  Moscow  TASS  In  English  1155  GMT  7  May  87 

[Text]  Washington  May  7  TASS  —  The  Reagan  administration's  assertions  that  its 
notorious  "Star  Wars"  program  is  "purely  defensive"  hae  been  effectively  disproved  by 
no  other  than  Defense  Secretary  Caspar  Weinberger. 

In  a  summary  of  a  classified  report  he  has  sent  to  Senator  Dan  Quayle,  the  Pentagon 
chief  said  a  realization  of  the  "Strategic  Defense  Initiative"  could  greatly  add  to 
possibilities  to  employ  the  entire  system  as  a  conventional  weapon  either  on  a 
short-term  or  a  long-term  basis. 

He  said  components  of  the  partially  space-based  missile  defense  could  be  used  to  knock 
out  enemy  planes,  ships  and  tanks. 

He  thus  made  it  clear  that  an  SDI  system  could  be  used  as  an  offensive  weapon. 

This  explains  very  well  why  in  its  chase  of  global  military  superiority  Washington  is 
forging  ahead  with  its  ominous  program  for  outer  space  militarization. 

The  White  House  has  requested  Congress  to  endorse  an  unprecedented  5.7  billion  dollars 
in  funding  for  the  project  in  fiscal  1988. 
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SDI  AND  SPACE  ARMS 


SOVIET  ARMY  PAPER  CALLS  SDI  ADMINISTRATION'S  'PARAMOUNT  TASK' 

PM140937  Moscow  KRASNAYA  ZVEZDA  In  Russian  12  May  87  First  Edition  p  3 


[Article  by  Candidate  of  Economic  Sciences  Colonel  N.  Karasev:  "Money  for  'Star  Wars  J 

[Text]  The  U.S.  ruling  circles  have  elevated  the  program  for  the  militarization  of 
space  to  the  level  of  their  paramount  task.  As  SDI  is  implemented  it  is  becoming 
clearer  and  clearer  that  the  rapacious  appetites  of  the  death-manufacturers  are  one  o 
its  main  generators. 

As  is  well  known,  it  is  usual  to  consider  the  official  White  House  statement  announced 
in  March  1983  as  the  starting  point  for  the  SDI  program.  Yet  research  done  in  the 
United  States  attests  that  the  "Star  Wars"  economy  emerged  much  earlier.  Major 
appropriations  for  the  creation  [sozdaniye]  of  prototype  space  equipment  under 
development  [razrabatyvayemaya]  in  the  United  States  were  made  back  in  the  immediate 
postwar  years.  Even  then  U.S.  military-industrial  companies  were  investing  funds  in 
developing  [razrabotka]  various  elements  of  space  weaponry. 


Making  a  complete  assessment  of  the  spending  on  the  militarization  of  near-earth  space 
carried  out  by  the  United  States  before  the  officially  organized  formulation  of  the 
program  is  an  extremely  difficult  task.  However,  it  is  possible  to  make  a  rough 
estimate.  It  includes  spending  on  "conventional"  ABM  systems  based  on  the  use  o 
interceptor  missiles,  antimissile  missile  launchers,  and  ABM  radar  stations;  spending 
on  the  development  [razrabotka]  of  directed-energy  weapons;  and  spending  on  the 
construction  and  maintenance  of  test  ranges  and  the  creation  [sozdaniye]  of  control  and 
communications  systems.  In  the  opinion  of  U.S.  specialists,  $40  billion  were  spen  in 
the  country  on  these  purposes  since  the  start  of  the  work  (usually  dated  to  1954)  until 
R.  Reagan's  "Star  Wars"  speech  in  March  1983. 


Pentagon  appropriations  on  military  and  space  research  also  rocketed  in  the  decades 
preceding  the  proclamation  of  SDI.  The  U.S.  Defense  Department  spent  $1.4  billion  on 
these  purposes  in  fiscal  1972  and  $8.3  billion  in  fiscal  1983. 


In  light  of  these  figures  it  becomes  clear  why  the  U.S.  space  militarization  machine 
seemed  to  click  into  gear  with  unexpected  speed.  As  can  be  seen,  it  had  already  built 
up  a  "head  of  steam"  by  March,  1983  and  was  waiting  only  for  the  starting  whistle. 


The  example  of  the  Vought  Company  is  typical.  Before  the  signing  of  the  ABM  Treaty  the 
firm  conducted  work  linked  with  the  creation  [sozdaniye]  of  antimissile  arms. 
Subsequently  it  switched  to  the  development  [razrabotka]  of  the  ASAT  antisatellite 
system,  which  has  similarities  with  previously  developed  [razrabatyvavshiysya]  ABM 
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elements.  It  was  no  accident  that  Vought  was  among  the  first  firms  to  aimo'ince  its 
readiness  to  participate  in  the  SDI  program  -  its  justification  that  it  had 

already  made  a  considerable  investment  in  independent  preparatory  research.  The  same 
can  be  said  of  the  U.S.  military-industrial  corporation  Bell  Aviation,  which  bac  in 
the  heyday  of  the  "cold  war"  participated  in  financing  the  development  [razrabotka] 
satellites  armed  with  nuclear  weapons. 

Since  SDI  was  put  forward  universal  attention  has  been  focused  on  the  financing  of  the 
program  which  includes  five  areas  officially  announced  by  the  White  House:  detection 
JnterL^tion.  tracking,  and  evaluation  of  target  kills;  directed-energy  weapons; 
kinetic  weapons;  analysis  of  combat  operations  systems  and  combat  control;  and  researc 

and  development  systems. 

Thus  in  fiscal  1984  expenditure  on  the  implementation  of  the  aforesaid  projects 

a«™ted  to  slightly  more  th.»  *1  blUion,  in  flso.l  I?®/ c^ross 

reached  $3.6  billion.  For  fiscal  1988  the  R.  requests 

for  $5.6  billion  to  cover  the  same  five  programs.  According  to  White  House  requests 

the  sum  will  have  to  grow  to  $6.8  billion  in  a  year's  time  ~  fiscal  1989. 

However  according  to  calculations  by  the  Congressional  Budget  Office,  the  nimber  of 
"rear  in  “hTch  Se  development  (razrabotka]  o£  space  weapons  is  being  conducted  and 
tZt  are  IS^iiy  being  fLanced  today  is  sis  times  higher  than  what  was  oEEi'^ny 
announced  within  the  •■Strategic  Defense  Initiative"  Et^hworl.  Direct  inv^stn»n 
SDI  is  only  the  tip  of  the  iceberg.  Thus,  it  is  under  other  headings  that  the  Pentagon 

is  paying  for  the  creation  [sozdaniyel  of  the  ERIS  LE„"°tSlgh 

Svsteml  "exo-atmospheric"  ABM  interception  system,  the  ground-launched  HEDI  [High 

Endo-atmospheric  Defense  Interceptor]  missile  interception 

"exotic"  systems  such  as  laser  and  particle-beam  weapons.  The  U.S.  Department  o 
E^rrgy  is  independentiy  developing  [razrabotka]  directed-energy  ““pons.  NASA 

continues  to  spend  up  to  one-third  of  its  budget  appropriations  on  military 
developments  (raLabotkd .  According  to  specialists  in  Congress  the  combined  annual 

expenditure  on  all  these  space  arms  race  projects  that  are  not  formally  included  in  SDI 
”u  bfegnal  to  the  appropriations  for  the  implementation  of  the  officially  announced 

programs. 

Specialists  are  defining  the  present  stage  of  the  economic,  scientific,  and  technical 
implementation  of  the  "Star  Wars"  idea  as  the  preproduction  development  [razrabotka]  o 
its  main  technological  components,  with  some  of  them  being  brought  to  the  experimental 

mockup  stage. 

The  expediting  of  the  preproduction  stage  of  the  creation  [sozdaniye]  of 
equipment  opens  up  major  additional  channels  for  military  financing.  Wg  “ost 

obviLs  of  these  is  the  growth  in  U.S.  purchases  of  electronic  systems  for  the 
implementation  of  the  "Star  Wars"  program.  Thus,  USAF  spending 

of  various  types  of  electronic  equipment  directly  for  the  launch  of  mockups  of  military 
sUrequipment  in  the  current  fiscal  year  amounts  to  $3.2  billion  as  against  $2  7 
billion  in  fiscal  1986.  It  is  important  to  bear  in  mind  that 
for  all  their  enormous  importance,  on  the  whole  does  not  exceed  ha 
of  the  most  modern  aircraft. 

Those  whipping  up  "Star  Wars"  need  one  such  craft  right  now,  before  series  production 
of  military  space  equipment  begins.  It  is  a  question  of  -  -rg°  ^ip  in  ended  for 
putting  combat  space  systems  into  orbit.  After  last  year's  Challenger  disaster 
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United  States  stepped  up  investment  in  developing  [razrabotka] 

Pentagon  and  military  industrialists  have  currently  embarked  on 

[LzdLiye]  of  a  giant  new  rocket  -  a  "space  truck."  In  the  opinion  of  specialists  in 
the  U.S.  aerospace  industry  the  project  will  require  $20-40  billion  in  produc 
investment.  The  recreated  ship  itself  will  sell  for  $2.8  billion. 

Thus,  a  by  no  means  complete  list  of  items  to  be  financed  under  "Star  Wars"  Pjog^^m 

creates  the  firm  impression  that  we  are  dealing  with  the  snowball  P 

?urt^rr  it  rolls,  tL  bigger  it  gets.  One  could  also  say  that  the 
race  is  whipped  up,  the  more  and  more  funds  will  find  their  way  into  the  hands 

who  deal  in  the  business  of  weapons. 
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SDI  AND  SPACE  ARMS 


USSR:  REAGAN  DISPUTES  WITH  CONGRESS  ON  SDI,  ASAT  FUNDING 

Reagan  'Exasperated' 

LD122I48  Moscow  TASS  in  English  2046  GMT  12  May  87 

[Text]  Washington  May  12  TASS  —  TASS  correspondent  Andrey  Fedyashin  reports: 

President  Ronald  Reagan  of  the  United  States  made  it  clear ^  today  that  his 
administration  was  exasperated  by  the  endeavours  of  the  Democratic  majority  in  Congress 
to  stop  the  uncontrolled  increase  in  appropriations  for  the  Pentagon  and  to  compel  the 
White  House  legislatively  to  make,  at  last,  specific  positive  steps  in  the  field  ot 
arms  control. 

Appropriate  amendments  have  already  been  endorsed  by  the  U.S.  House  of  Representatives 
which  continues  to  discuss  its  version  of  a  military  spending  bill  for  the  1988  fiscal 
year.  On  Wednesday  a  similar  debate  will  begin  in  the  Senate  as  well. 

During  a  meeting  with  the  Republican  leadership  of  Congress  in  the  White  House  on 
Tuesday,  the  President  threatened  to  veto  any  final  congressional  military  budget  bill 
which  would  not  meet  the  administration's  requirements. 

He  said  he  would  have  to  veto  any  legislation  which  would  jeopardise  U.S.  efforts  in 
the  field  of  arras  cuts  or  undermine  U.S.  national  security. 

The  greatest  discontent  of  the  White  House  has  been  aroused  by  the  endorsement  by  the 
U  S  House  of  Representatives  last  week  of  amendments  urging  the  administration  to 
observe  the  strategic  arms  limits  set  by  the  SALT-2  treaty  and  strictly  to  adhere  to 
the  provisions  of  the  1972  Soviet-U.S.  ABM  Treaty. 


House  Blocks  SDI  Increase 


LD130146  Moscow  TASS  in  English  2233  GMT  12  May  87 

[Text]  Washington  May  12  TASS  —  The  House  of  Representatives  of  the  U.S.  Congress 
today  rejected  by  the  overwhelming  majority  of  votes  the  attempt  of  the  Reagan 
administration  to  get  an  increase  in  the  appropriations  for  the  Reagan  Star  Wars 
proeramme.  Congressmen  blocked  the  amendment  which  envisaged  the  increase  of  the  funds 
for  SDI  in  the  1988  financial  year  to  4.1  billion  dollars.  The  House  Armed  Services 
Committee  suggested  that  3.6  billion  dollars  be  appropriated  for  the  purpose.  It  is 
characteristic  that  during  the  voting  against  this  amendment  55  congressmen  from  the 
Republican  Party  voted  alongside  Democrats.  The  House  of  Representatives  continues 
discussing  separate  aspects  of  its  version  of  the  bill  on  the  United  States  military 
expenditures  for  the  next  financial  year.  The  debates  on  SDI  programme  are  held 
today.  [sentence  as  received] 
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'ultimatum'  on  ASAT 


LD131442  Moscow  TASS  in  English  1338  GMT  13  May  87 

[Text]  Washington,  May  13  TASS  —  By  TASS  correspondent  Nikolay  Turkatenko: 

On  Tuesday,  on  that  same  day  that  the  U.S.  House  of  Representatives  reaffirmed  its 
determination  to  cut  the  funds  requested  by  the  administration  for  the  "Star  Wars 
programme,  the  White  House  issued  its  white  paper,  in  which  it  expresses  a  demand  in 
the  form  of  an  ultimatum  that  the  legislators  appropriate  "adequate  funds"  for  the  1988 
fiscal  year  for  a  further  intensification  of  research  and  development  and  deployment  of 
anti-satellite  weapons.  The  white  paper  also  contains  the  demand  addressed  to  the 
congress  on  behalf  of  the  President  that  the  ban  be  lifted  on  the  testing  of  that 
weapon  in  outer  space. 

In  his  foreword  to  the  white  paper  Reagan  admits  that  the  administration  had  suffered 
major  defeats  in  Congress  on  the  issue  of  anti-satellite  weapons.  Indeed,  most  of  the 
congressmen  see  in  the  plans  to  deploy  an  anti-satellite  weapons  system  not  only  a 
threat  of  transfer  of  the  weapons  race  into  outer  space  contrary  to  the  international 
agreements  signed  by  the  USA  itself,  but  also  a  potential  threat  to  their  country's  own 
security.  Such  fears  grew  after,  in  addition  to  the  programme  for  the  creation  and 
deployment  of  anti-satellite  weapons,  Reagan  put  forward  in  March  1983  an  even  more 
dangerous  and  destabilizing  programme  named  "Strategic  Defence  Initiative'. 

Authoritative  experts  of  many  countries,  including  American  experts,  have  proved  that 
the  development  of  anti-satellite  systems  (ASAT)  is  directly  connected  with  the 
attempts  of  the  USA  at  spreading  the  weapons  race  into  outer  space.  This  has  also  been 
admitted  by  General  R.  Rankin,  a  leading  official  of  the  ASAT  programme,  who  said  in 
March  1987,  that  one  of  the  areas  of  work  in  that  field  is  directly  linked  with  SDI. 

In  pressuring  the  legislators  once  again.  President  Reagan  is  again  having  recourse  to 
his  favourite  gimmick  which  is  so  often  used  in  pushing  armament  programmes  through 
Congress:  he  is  referring  to  the  mythical  "Soviet  menace",  specifying  it  today  as  some 
"Soviet  space  threat".  In  so  doing  the  U.S.  chief  executive  claimed  that  the  Soviet 
Union  has  the  world's  only  operating  ASAT  system. 

Yet  the  U.S.  President  cannot  but  know  that  the  Soviet  Union  ended  its  ASAT  system  s 
testing  way  back  in  1982  and  undertook  not  to  [word  indistinct]  should  the  USA  give  up 
testing  too.  It  is  precisely  after  that  that  the  U.S.  Congress  prohibited  the 
administration  to  carry  on  the  testing  of  anti-satellite  weapons  trained  on  space 
objects . 


ABM  Treaty  Interpretation 

LD140859  Moscow  World  Service  in  English  0700  GMT  14  May  87 

[Text]  The  United  States,  as  President  Reagan  maintains  in  a  report  to  Congress,  can 
test  space  weapons.  In  the  opinion  of  the  White  House,  this  is  compatible  with  the 
treaty  with  the  Soviet  Union  restricting  the  systems  of  antimissile  defense.  But  the 
agreement,  which  has  been  signed  and  ratified,  unambiguously  bans  tests  or  deployment 
of  new  ABM  systems  or  their  components  on  land,  sea,  and  in  space.  Observers  regard 
the  report  as  an  attempt  to  torpedo  an  important  treaty  promoting  strategic  stability 
in  the  world.  In  a  bid  to  cease  abiding  by  it,  the  Reagan  administration  is  seeking  to 
step  up  the  program  of  Star  Wars,  and  with  the  help  of  space  weapons  to  obtain 
strategic  superiority  over  the  Soviet  Union. 
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SDL  AND  SPACE  ARMS 


CANADA:  PARTICIPATION  IN  U.S.  SPACE  STATION  EXAMINED 

SUN  Editorial 

Vancouver  THE  SUN  in  English  10  Apr  87  p  B4 
[Editorial:  "This  Is  No  Space  for  Military  Uses"] 


[Text] 

T  lie  federal  government  should  break  off  negotiations  for 
( ;anadian  partieipation  in  the  proposed  American  space 
station  until  the  United  States  government  decides  once  and 

for  all  what  it  is  to  be  used  for.  .  , 

The  pressure  from  the  U.S.  defence  department  for  a 
military  role  for  the  station  has  become  so  intense  that 
before  proceeding  further,  Canada  should  demand  an 
ironclad  guarantee  it  will  be  used  only  for  peaceful 

purposes.  ■ 

T  he  Canadian  government  agreed  to  resume  negotiations 

t  u  o  months  ago  after  the  U.S.  state  department  issued  a 

statement  confirming  that  was  its  intention. 

Put  it  s  now  clear  that  a  struggle  is  going  on  in  the  Reagan 
administration  in  which  Defence  Secretary  Caspar 
Weinberger  and  the  Pentagon  are  still  demanding  the  right 
to  get  on  board. 

A  letter  from  Mr.  Weinberger  to  Secretary  of  State  George 
Shull/,  has  come  to  light  that  says  the  U.S.  government 
should  not  accede  to  multilateral  decision-making  on 
matters  of  space  station  management  and  operation.  Mr. 
Weinberger  says  further  that  the  U.S.  should  "explicitly 
reserve  the  right  to  conduct  national  security  activities  on 
the  U.S.  elements  of  the  space  station  without  the  approval 

or  review  of  other  nations."  ,  .. 

What  national  security  activities?  These  have  not  been 
spelled  out,  but  a  study  prepared  for  the  U.S.  Air  Force  by 
I  he  aerospace  industry  sees  the  space  station  as  a  fuelling 
depot  for  rnilitarv  satellites  and  space  battle  stations,  a 
lepair  and  maintenance  shop  for  Star  Wars  space  weapons, 
and  a  factory  to  turn  space  junk  into  decoys  and  shields  to 
ptolect  space  weapons.  . 

Another  proposal,  from  the  U.S.  Army,  envisages  the 
space  station  as  a  base  for  improving  spy  satellite  _ 
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>  rtoiinoissaiu'f^  atid  tlif'  targeting  of  weapons. 

I  ixtf'i'O'il  Affaivs  Minister  Joe  Clark  told  the  Conittions 
vf'sterday  that  Canada  has  made  it  very  clear  to  the  United 
Plate's  tliat  it  ('\pocts  its  original  commitment  to  civilian 
I  f's-arcli  purposes  to  be  honored,  but  doesn’t  propose  to  get 

into  an  internal  U.S.  dispute.  •  i 

riiat's  fair  enough,  but  Mr.  Clark  should  also  make  it  clear 
that  Canada  doesn’t  propose  to  discuss  its  participation 
further  until  and  unless  the  U.S.  dispute  is  resolved  m  favor 
of  a  strictly  peaceful  role  for  the  space  station. 


GLOBE  AND  MAIL  Article 


Toronto  THE  GLOBE  AND  MAIL  In  English  1  May  87  p  A7 


[Article  by  T.ydia  Dotto,  freelance  science  writer  living  in  Toronto  and  the 
author  of  "Canada  in  Space":  "Space  Station  Fights  for  Peaceful  Role"] 


[Text] 

ASA’S  beleaguered  space-station 
program  has  had  more  close  calls 
than  the  average  Grade-B  cliff- 
hanger.  and  the  end  of  the  political 
troubles  is  not  yet  in  sight.  Yet,  the  pres¬ 
ence  of  negotiators  from  the  U.S.  National 
Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration  in 
Ottawa  this  week  suggests  that  one  major 
barrier  to  International  participation  in  the ; 
project  —  militarization  of  the  station  — ; 
has  been  overcome,  at  least  for  now. 

l.ast  week,  NASA  won  a  bitter  power 
struggle  with  the  U.S.  Defence  Department 
that  allowed  the  negotiations  with  its  part¬ 
ners  to  continue.  Alarmed  by  the  Penta¬ 
gon's  predatory  moves  on  the  station,  Cana¬ 
da,  Japan  and  the  European  participants 
had  threatened  to  pull  out  unless  the  origi¬ 
nal  status  of  the  station,  as  a  civilian  pro¬ 
gram  for  peaceful  purposes,  were  reaf¬ 
firmed.  This  was  done  in  a  new  draft  of  the 
agreement  that  reached  Ottawa  last  week. 
Gone  was  a  provision  favored  by  the  Penta¬ 
gon  claiming  unrestricted  rights  to  use  the 
station  for  “national  security  purposes.” 

Still,  there  is  hard  bargaining  ahead  if 
Canada  and  the  others  are  to  ensure  that 
they  will  have  a  real  say  in  how  the  station 
is  run  and  that  it  will  remain  a  civilian  facil¬ 
ity  even  though  some  military-financed 
research  of  a  “non-aggressive”  nature  may 
take  place. 

“We’re  encouraged  by  what’s  happened,” 
said  one  Canadian  official,  “but  there  are 
still  a  lot  of  loose  ends.”  For  example,  what 
kind  of  military  research  will  qualify?  Will 
it  include  work  on  President  Ronald  Rea¬ 
gan’s  Strategic  Defence  Initiative?  Canada 
Is  especially  concerned  about  the  $800-mil- 
lion  Mobile  Servicing  Centre  (MSC)  It  is 


contributing  to  the  project.  Will  it  wind  up 
being  used  for  Star  Wars  even  though  Otta¬ 
wa  has  ruled  out  taking  part  in  the  plan? 

Given  the  green  light  by  Mr.  Reagan  in 
1984,  the  space  station  is  scheduled  to  be 
built  in  the  mid-1990s,  and  will  consist  of  a 
beam  structure  and  pressurized  modules 
for  research  labs  and  astronaut  living  quar¬ 
ters.  The  co.st  to  the  United  States  is  esti¬ 
mated  to  be  about  $12-billion  (U.S.)  In  1984 
dollars,  with  Europe,  Japan  and  Canada 
putting  in  nearly  one-third  again  as  much. 
Europe  and  Japan  are  building  research 
modules:  Canada’s  MSC  will  be  used  for  the 
station’s  assembly,  maintenance  and  repair 
facility. 

The  trouble  with  the  military  began  late 
last  year,  when  the  U.S.  Defence  Depart¬ 
ment  began  to  show  an  unwelcome  Interest 
in  the  station.  At  first,  it  had  opposed  the 
project,  and  then  disdained  it  as  useless  for 
defence  purposes.  But  the  Challenger  acci¬ 
dent  in  January,  1986,  changed  the  game 
plan.  Expecting  to  have  almost  exclusive 
use  of  one  of  the  four  shuttles  that  were 
planned,  the  military  had  set  up  its  own 
mission  control  and  launch  facility  (both 
now  mothballed),  and  recruited  an  astro¬ 
naut  corps. 

Realizing  that  access  to  space  would  be  a 
problem  into  the  next  decade,  the  Pentagon 
cast  its  eye  on  the  space  station  and,  last 
December,  ordered  NASA  not  to  sign  inter- « 
national  agreements  limiting  station  use, 
citing  “national  security  purposes.”  Stili 
stinging  from  the  Challenger  accident, 
NASA  didn’t  have  the  political  clout  to  fend 
off  this  as.sault. 

Even  so,  the  inteniational  partners  were 
dismayed  when  NASA  seemed  helpless  to 
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Kt('j)  tho  Df'parltneiit  of  Uefonce  from  re- 
wiiiiiip  tlio  rules.  John  Logsdon,  a  Washing- 
Ion  space  policy  analyst,  said  tliat  during 
negotiations,  “it  was  clear  that  the  DoD  was 
tlie  (lominant  player.  Wlien  there  were  any 
questions,  NASA  had  to  go  over  In  the  cor¬ 
ner  and  clear  them. . 

At  issue  were  a  few  words  In  the  agree¬ 
ment.  NASA  and  its  International  partners 
wanted  a  provision  that  the  station  be  a  ci¬ 
vilian  program  intended  for  peaceful  pur¬ 
poses  “in  accordance  with  international 
law.”  Defence  officials  opposed  any  word¬ 
ing  tliey  felt  would  restrict  their  rigid  to  use 
the  station  for  national  security  activities. 

I  his  was  far  more  than  an  exercise  in 
semantics.  Dr.  Logsdon  characterized  it  as 
no  less  than  a  struggle  for  “the  soul  of  the 
It  s.  space  program.”  The  debate  was  real¬ 
ly  alwut  “the  end  of  civilian  control  over  the 
future  of  the  U.S.  space  program,”  he  said. 

Caught  In  the  middle,  NASA  Administra¬ 
tor  James  Fletcher  could  only  issue  assur¬ 
ances  vdiert  the  international  partners 
thtcatened  to  drop  out  unless  Washington 
kept  Us  word.  Ilien  came  the  bombshell. 

Early  in  April,  Secretary  of  Defence 
Caspar  Weinberger  sent  a  blunt  letter  to 
Secretary  of  State  George  Shultz,  saying  the 
United  States  was  “in  danger  of  paying  too 
high  a  price  for  international  co-operation." 
He  said  Washington  must  reserve  the  right ; 
to  conduct  national  security  activities  on  the 
U.S.-owned  part  of  the  station  “without  the  ■ 
approval  or  review  of  other  nations."  NASA 
must  not,  he  wrote,  accede  to  multilateral 
decision-making  on  how  the  station  is  oper¬ 
ated  or  allow  the  partnership  to  displace 
“either  the  reality  or  the  symbol  of  U.S. 
leadership."  The  letter  concluded,  “We 
must  be  prepared  to  go  forward  alone  if  the 
price  of  co-operation  is  too  high." 

Nothing  could  have  been  more  calculated 
to  anger  NASA’s  partners.  “It  was  objec¬ 
tionable  as  hell,”  says  an  official  in  Cana¬ 
da’s  Department  of  External  Affairs. 

'Ihcre  was  speculation  that  the  letter  was 
intended  not  only  to  alienate  the  partners, 
but  to  kill  the  space  station.  It  certainly 
brought  matters  to  a  head  —  clearly,  the 
White  House  would  have  to  settle  the  squab¬ 
ble.  Dr.  Logsdon  suggested  that,  by  forcing 
President  Reagan,  who  had  made  the  sta¬ 
tion  an  international  venture,  to  choose,  the 
Defence  Departnrent  had  made  “a  tactical 
error.”  The  letter  also  galvanized  anti-mili¬ 
tary  sentiment  in  Congress. 

In  a  submission  to  the  White  House,  Dr. 
Fletcher  took  the  gloves  off.  He  said  the 
international  partners  feared  the  station 
was  becoming  a  military  facility  and  were 
“accusing  the  U.S.  of  bad  faith.”  The  Presi¬ 
dent,  he  said,  could  be  embarrassed  by  the 
partners’  anger  at  being  misled  into  wast¬ 


ing  $200-million  on  space-station  studies. 
The  letter,  quoted  in  the  journal  Aviation 
Week  and  Space  Technology,  charged  that 
the  Defence  Department’s  position  “creates 
the  inaccurate  impression,  both  at  home 
and  abroad,  that  we  intend  to  behave  as  an 
outlaw  nation  and  use  the  station  for  nation¬ 
al  security  purposes  that  go  beyond  peace¬ 
ful  purposes  and  are  thus  not  permitted 
under  intematlohal  law." 

Although  the  National  Security  Council 
sided  with  NASA  last  week,  Canada  and  the 
other  International  partners  remain  leery  of 
Just  what  will  constitute  non-aggressive 
military  research.  Some  SDl  proponents 
argue  that  the  definition  need  not  rule  out 
Star  Wars.  Although  the  Outer  Space  Treaty 
bans  the  use  of  nuclear  weapons  or  “weap¬ 
ons  of  mass  destruction,”  they  insist  that 
SDl  Is  a  defensive  system  and  lasers  are  not 
weapons  of  mass  destruction.  In  fact,  the 
U.S.  Air  Force  says  SDl  research  is  “in  the 
name  of  peace." 

And  then  there’s  the  Mobile  Servicing 
Centre  and  whether  it  can  be  used  for  mili¬ 
tary  purposes  unacceptable  to  Canada.  The 
space  shuttle’s  Canadarm  has  served  the 
military,  but  It  now  belongs  to  the  United 
States.  Ottawa  plans  to  register  the  MSC 
under  international  law,  which  means  tech¬ 
nically  that  it  will  retain  jurisdiction  and 
control.  On  the  other  hand,  the  MSC  will  be 
an  Integral  part  of  the  station,  and  Canada 
Is  unlikely  to  have  complete  control  of  it. 

Faced  with  the.se  concerns,  NASA’s  part¬ 
ners  want  to  set  up  an  international  man¬ 
agement  board  to  give  everyone  a  say  in 
what  happens  and  a  chance  to  judge  mili¬ 
tary  projects  case  by  case.  This  is  where 
the  hard  bargaining  comes  in.  Because  the 
partners  will  contribute  less  than  one-third 
of  the  station’s  cost,  the  United  States  is 
unlikely  to  want  to  give  them  an  equal  say, 
let  alone  a  veto.  How  much  power  they  do 
receive  will  be  a  test  of  what  the  proposed 
agreement  calls  “genuine  partnership." 

Canada,  Europe  and  Japan  have  done  an 
admirable  job  of  helping  a  politically  weak 
jNASA  fend  off  the  Pentagon,  but  they 
should  not  relax  their  guard.  Questions 
remain.  Will  the  Pentagon  play  a  strong 
role  In  station  management?  Will  it  be  able 
to  control  who  has  access  to  the  facilities 
and  restrict  the  activities  of  non-U.S.  partic¬ 
ipants  for  reasons  of  “national  security?” 

It’s  hard  not  to  wonder  when  Caspar 
Weinberger’s  other  shoe  will  drop. 
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SDI  AND  SPACE  ARMS 


CANADA:  CLARK,  OBERLE  DISCUSS  SPACE  STATION  ISSUES 

Clark  on  Military  Use 


Toronto  THE  GLOBE  AND  MAIL  in  English  10  Apr  87  p  A4 


[Article  by  Richard  Cleroux] 


[Text] 


OTTAWA 

Canada  intends  to  sidestep  U.S.  Defence  Secretary 
Caspar  Weinberger  in  its  bid  to  prevent  a  proposed 
U.S.  space  station  from  being  used  for  military  pur¬ 
poses,  External  Affairs  Minister  Joe  Clark  said  yes¬ 
terday. 

Mr.  Weinberger  said  recently  in  a  letter  to  U.S. 
Secretary  of  State  George  Shultz  he  wants  the  United 
States  to  proceed  alone  on  the  space  station  so  it  can 
be  used  for  military  purposes.  At  present,  minor 
partners  in  the  project  such  as  Canada,  Japan  and 
West  Germany,  want  the  space  station  to  be  used  for 
peaceful  purposes  only. 

Mr.  Clark  told  the  Commons  yesterday  that  Cana¬ 
da  expects  the  United  States  to  stick  to  the  original 
space  station  agreement  which  calls  for  peaceful 

uses  only. 

Outside  the  Commons,  he  said  “the  issue  is  not 
whether  we  can  persuade  Mr.  Weinberger.  The  issue 
is  whether  we  can  persuade  the  (U.S.)  Administra¬ 
tion  to  take  a  judgment  against  the  position  that  is 
being  put  forward  by  Mr.  Weinberger . . .” 

He  said  he  is  considering  writing  a  letter  to  Mr. 
Shultz  to  reinforce  what  he  told  him  Sunday  night' 
when  the  pair  met  in  Ottawa. 

“I  made  it  clear  to  Mr.  Shultz  in  private  on  two 
occasions,”  Mr.  Clark  said.  “What  we  have  to  do  is 
make  sure  the  Americans  understand  our  position.” 

He  said  Canada  has  committed  about  $800-million 
over  the  next  decade  to  the  space  station  uroiect . 

New  Democrat  MP  David  Orlikow  said  he  is  not 
satisfied  with  Mr.  Clark’s  answers.  Canada  should 
pull  out  of  the  space  station  project  rather  than  wait 
until  the  Americans  have  turned  it  into  a  military 
project  using  Canadian  money,  he  said. 
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Oberle  on  Possible  European  Project 


Ottawa  THE  OTTAWA  CITIZEN  in  English  10  Apr  87  p  A4 


[Text] 


Science  Minister  Frank  Oberle 
says  European  members^  of  the 
U.S.-led  space  station  project  will 
build  their  own  station  if  the  joint 
venture  falls  through  —  and  Can- ' 
ada  is  interested  in  joining  any 
such  European  project. 

“There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind 
the  Europeans  would  develop  an 
orbiting  space  station  if  they  pull 
out  of  the  American  project,”  he 
said  in  an  interview  on  Thursday. 
“And  we  have  something  to  con¬ 
tribute.” 

Canada,  Japan  and  the  Europe¬ 
an  Space  Agency,  run  by  Western 
European  governments,  are  nego- . 
tiating  terms  for  participation  in’ 
the  U.S.  space  station.  The  cur¬ 
rent  round  of  Canada-U.S.  talks ' 
dealing  with  management  and 
cost-sharing  is  expected  to  con¬ 
clude  in  early  June,  Oberle  told 
the  Commons  science  committee 
on  Thursday. 

Construction  of  the  station  is 
slated  to  begin  in  1994.  Canada 
has  pledged  $800  million  to  build 
a  crane  and  garage  for  the  proj¬ 
ect,  which  could  cost  more  than 
$20  billion. 

But  U.S.  officials  have  sug¬ 
gested  the  station  be  used  for  mil¬ 
itary  purposes,  including  U.S. 
President  Ronald  Reagan’s  so- 
called  Star  Wars  project,  and  that 
has  raised  doubts  among  the  part¬ 
ners  about  continued  participa¬ 
tion. 


U.S.  Defence  Secretary  Caspar 
Weinberger  wrote  U.S.  Secretary 
of  State  George  Shultz  on  Tuesday 
that  the  United  States  should  be 
prepared  to  go  it  alone  if  the 
Americans  cannot  reserve  the 
right  in  any  agreement  to  use  the 
station  for  their  own  national  se¬ 
curity  activities. 

While  Canadian  space  officials 
negotiated  with  NASA  officials 
Thursday  in  Washington  on  draft¬ 
ing  an  agreement,  NASA  adminis¬ 
trator  James  Fletcher  was  telling 
a  US  senate  subcommittee  the 
U.S.’  should  not  be  swayed  by 
complaints  from  its  partners  that 
the  military  will  “teke  over”  the 
$20  billion  U.S.  manned  space  sta¬ 
tion.  ..  j 

Fletcher  said  the  other  coun¬ 
tries  have  known  all  along  that 
the  military  might  use  the  space 
station  and  they  should  not  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  restrict  its  uses.  ; 

Asked  about  the  Weinberger  let¬ 
ter,  Fletcher  said:  “We  (NASA) 
have  always  indicated  that  the 
Defence  Department  would  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  use  the  space  station  . . . 
R  is  a  national  space  station  witp 
international  partners. 

"I  don’t  think  it’s  part  of  our 
plan  to  submit  for  approval  or  re¬ 
view  any  activities  on  the  space 
station,”  Fletcher  said,  adding 
that  so  far  the  Defence  Depart¬ 
ment  has  not  made  any  requests 
to  use  the  space  station. 
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Senator  William  Proxmire,  (D- 
Wis.),  referring  to  the  Weinberger 
letter,  said,  “This  is  notice  that 
they  have  every  intent  to  do  so. 

Rep.  David  Nagle,  (D-Iowa), 
who  released  the  letter,  said  U.S. 
President  Ronald  Reagan  should 
overrule  the  U.S.  State  Depart¬ 
ment  and  prohibit  the  military 
from  using  the  space  station. 

“There’s  a  great  fear  in  Con¬ 
gress  that  the  Pentagon  will  take 
over  the  spsce  station,  Nagle 
said.  “The  (Weinberpr)  letter  un¬ 
derscores  that  fear.’’ 

Oberle  said  Thursday  he  has 
had  “no  indication”  that  the  presi¬ 
dent,  the  State  Department  and 
NASA  intend  to  use  the  station  for 


military  purposes.  He  added  that 
if  Washington  decides  the  station 
will  become  part  of  Star  Wars, 
“we  would  certainly  step  away 
from  it.”  4 

'  .  But  Canada  would  quit  in  tOn- 
cert  with  the  Europeans,  he  said, 
in  the  hope  of  joining  any  rival 
European  space  platform  project. 

An  official  with  Spar  Aero¬ 
space,  the  prime  contractor :  for 
Canada’s  participation  in  the 
space  station,  said  the  company  is 
not  worried  about  Weinberger’s 
statements. 

Deidra  Clayton,  said  the  compa¬ 
ny  has  “inside  information”  that 
Weinberger’s  view  is  not  shared 
by  anyone  else  in  the  Reagan  ad¬ 
ministration.  .  - 
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U.S.-USSR  NUCLEAR  AND  SPACE  ARMS  TALKS 


SOVIET  FOREIGN  MINISTRY  12  MAY  PRESS  CONFERENCE 


NST  Developments 

PM141039  Moscow  KRASNAYA  ZVEZDA  in  Russian  14  May  87  First  Edition  p  3 

[•■In  the  Interest  of  Security.  At  the  USSR  Foreign  Ministry  Press  Center"  -  KRASNAYA 
ZVEZDA  headline] 

l,„tl  At  a  btlafins  at  the  USSR 

journalists'  attention  was  ocusedo^^^  oonfldence  building  in  the  central  Europe 

a  comprehensive  plan  for  ar  secretary  of  the  PZPR  Central  Committee  and 

zone,  put  forward  by  W.  Jaru  ,  USSR  retards  Poland's  new  proposal  as  an 

chairman  of  the  Polish  State  Cow"'  ™^”/i'/,,'jS^re£forte  ais»d  at  ^ 

Scrind  rcurUy'T"  Europe,  said  0.1.  Gerasimov,  chief  of  the  USSR  Foreign  Ministry 

Information  Administration. 

The  USSR  Foreign  Ministry  th^S^^^^^^ 

?rrent7a  T  nutlet  \\^d  rp^ctats  The  draft,  fte^fo 

Here  are  the  remarks  on  the  U.S  draft,  in  "“‘^rstt  Ve^^S^U^ed 

areas  a  direct  /°™o  7  yettthe  term  during  which  strategic  offensive  arms 

States  extends  from  5  y  Setnd:  The  draft  incorporates  provisions  on  the 

are  to  be  on  stratet  offensive  arms,  which  are  aimed  at  upsetting 

establishment  ^  be  detrimental  to  the  USSR's  security;  Third: 

the  Soyiet  strate^c  triad^  drafts  failure  to  mention  the  limitation  of  long-range 
Attention  is  drawn  to  the  d  -..-cUnTi  nf  the  sides'  further  actions  in 

sea-based  cruise  missiles;  Four  .  onen*  Fifth*  It  is  of  fundamental 

strategic  f  into  account  the  interrelationship  that 

importance  that  '  ^^^^^tegic  offensive  arms  reductions  and  the  prevention  of  an 

objectively  exis  s  strengthening  of  the  ABM  Treaty.  Without  solving  the 

problem^'^of  preventing  an  arms  race  in  space  and  preserving  the  ABM  Treaty,  it 
impossible  to  embark  on  reducing  strategic  offensive  arms. 

..  oh  hhe  hripfine  that  the  Soviet  side  has  submitted  at 
In  this  -Key  Provisions  of  Agreements."  This  fully  accords 

:iLThrRe,tjaviR  accord.  a„d  is  a^imad  at  achlevlug  accords  that  arc  genuinely 
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acceptable  to  both  sides  on  50-percent  reductions  in  strategic  offensive  arms  with  a 
clear  guarantee  that  an  agreement  on  strategic  arms  will  not  be  undermined  by  the 
placing  of  weapons  in  space. 

The  Soviet  position  on  plans  to  create  an  antimissile  defense  for  West  Europe  linked 
with  the  U.S.  SDI  program  was  also  explained  to  journalists.  It  was  pointed  out  that 
should  such  plans  be  Implemented  they  could  open  up  yet  another  major  sphere  of  the 
arms  race  in  the  European  Continent  and  undermine  efforts  to  strengthen  security  and 
stability  in  Europe. 

Touching  upon  FRG  Chancellor  H.  Kohl’s  statement  on  disarmament  problems,  the  USSR 
Foreign  Ministry  spokesman  noted  that  while  expressing  himself  in  favor  of  a  speedy 
conclusion  of  an  agreement  on  medium-range  missiles  in  principle,  the  chancellor  in 
effect  evaded  responding  to  the  Soviet  proposal  for  the  elimination  of  operational  and 
tactical  missiles  in  the  continent. 

And  yet  quite  recently  these  missiles  were  still  described  in  Bonn  as  the  main  threat 
to  Europe  in  the  event  of  the  elimination  here  of  medium-range  systems. 

The  FRG's  overall  approach  to  disarmament  problems  is  also  evoking  surprise.  Declaring 
that  there  is  a  "need  for  new  thinking  and  new  action"  in  the  sphere  of  arms  control, 
the  chancellor  nonetheless  again  extolled  the  "nuclear  deterrent  to  which,  according 
to  him,  there  is  no  alternative  in  the  near  future. 

Rarotonga  Treaty  Discussed 
LD121612  Moscow  TASS  in  English  1520  GMT  12  May  87 

[Text]  Moscow  May  12  TASS  —  "Three  out  of  five  nuclear  powers  —  the  United  States, 
Britain,  and  France  —  did  not  sign  protocols  2  and  3  to  the  Rarotonga  Treaty  on 
declaring  the  South  Pacific  a  nuclear-free  zone  and,  judging  by  their  statements,  do 
not  intend  to  do  that  in  future  either,"  a  spokesman  for  the  USSR  Ministry  of  Foreign 
Affairs  stated  at  a  briefing  here  today. 

"Moreover,"  he  said,  "those  countries  are  conducting  a  coordinated  campaign  in  an 
attempt  to  sow  distrust  of  the  Soviet  Union's  goals  in  the  region.  They  chose  as  a 
target  the  interpreting  statement  which  the  Soviet  Union  made  when  a  signing 
appropriate  protocols." 

In  this  connection  the  spokesman  for  the  Soviet  Foreign  Ministry  emphasized  that  when 
ratifying  the  protocols  to  the  Rarotonga  Treaty  the  Soviet  Union  would  proceed  from 
such  an  interpretation  of  its  provisions  which  would  promote  the  consolidation  of  the 
nuclear-free  zone  status  of  the  South  Pacific. 

"So,  the  Soviet  Union  is  ready  to  fully  fulfill  the  obligations  which  it  has  taken  upon 
itself  by  signing  the  protocols." 
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U.S.-USSR  NUCLEAR  AND  SPACE  ARMS  TALKS 


USSR:  DISARMAMENT,  NOT  DETERRENCE  SAID  KEY  TO  SECURITY 

PM081555  Moscow  SOVETSKAYA  ROSSIYA  in  Russian  6  May  87  First  Edition  p  1 

["Our  Dialogue"  article  by  Vladlen  Kuznetsov:  "Nuclear  Disarmament  or  Deter¬ 
rence"] 

[Text]  M.S.  Gorbachev’s  visit  to  Czechoslovakia,  his  talks  with  the  leaders 
of  the  fraternal  socialist  countries  and  other  states,  the  political  dialogues 
with  M.  Thatcher  and  G.  Shultz,  and  the  new  peace  initiatives  put  forward  by 
the  Soviet  Union  provide  much  food  for  thought  about  prospects  for  disarma¬ 
ment  and  about  the  destinies  of  war  and  peace. 


Is  a  nuclear-free  world  possible  or  is  it  the  naive  dream  of  humanity?  Can 
the  international  community  build  relations  without  relying  on  nuclear  ^ 
weapons?  Is  nuclear  disarmament  a  realistic  prospect  or  is  it  merely  utopia. 


These  issues  are  currently  being  debated  by  representatives 

fieures  It  is  a  quest  for  truth,  a  clarification  of  positions.  They  bear  a  direc 
relation  to  whether  common  philosophical  ground  can  be  found  between  East  and  West  for 
the  building  of  a  better,  less  heavily  armed  world  that  could  one  day  become  totally 

demilitarized.  Without  ''^trrtilt^be'not^^uaT  un^^^^^ 

“iU  be™  eTrint  Tr  of  and  oednclns  the  a™ 

race. 


When  she  was  in 
rather  prevalent 
are  they? 


Moscow,  British  Prime  Minister  M. 
in  Western  political  and  military 


Thatcher  expressed  views  that  are 
circles,  above  all  in  NATO.  What 


The  existence  of  nuclear  weapons  is  a  fact  and  people  cannot  be  made  to  forget  the 
secret  of  their  production... 


Nuclear  weapons  have  prevented  the  occurrence  not  only  of  a  nuclear  war,  but  of  a 
conventional  war  in  Europe... 

It  is  unrealistic  to  expect  a  nuclear-free  Europe  in  the  foreseeable  future... 

A  world  without  nuclear  weapons  would  be  less  stable  and  more  dangerous  for  us  all... 
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Nuclear  weapons  are  presented  as  a  benefit  to  peace,  as  a  patent  method  of 
preserving  it,  as  the  elixir  of  security.  As  a  reality  that  cannot  be 
changed,  as  something  immovable  that  mankind  has  to  learn  to  live  with  and 
will  never  be  able  to  get  rid  of. 

As  we  can  see,  the  "moment  of  truth"  on  matters  of  security  and  nuclear  disarmament  has 
not  yet  come  for  Western  officialdom.  The  summit  of  the  new  political  thinking  is  for 
the  moment  unattainable,  unconquered.  The  test  of  state  wisdom  is  yet  to  come. 
Intellectual  shackles,  the  shackles  of  militarized  thinking,  are  nearly  always  stronger 
than  irons. 

Even  postulates  need  to  be  proven.  But  the  arguments  of  the  apologists  of  nuclear 
weapons  do  not  exactly  overwhelm  one  with  their  soundness  or  their  persuasiveness. 
Obviously,  they  sense  this  and  endeavor  to  reinforce  their  position  by  citing 
authorities.  In  Moscow  M.  Thatcher  turned  to  W.  Churchill  for  assistance,  to  his 
advice:  "Most  of  all  beware  of  abandoning  nuclear  weapons  until  you  are  sure,  and  more 

than  sure,  that  you  possess  other  means  of  maintaining  peace."  An  authority?  Okay. 
But  here  is  the  curious  thing:  In  the  West  they  love  quoting  Churchill  and  cite  him  as 
a  witness  whenever  the  Western  military-political  elite's  favorite  dogma,  peace  from  a 
position  of  strength,  needs  shoring  up. 

But  was  Churchill  as  one-dimensional  a  politician  as  they  like  to  make  out? 

No,  not  to  the  extent  that  he  did  not  see  the  dangers  associated  with  the 
existence  of  nuclear  weapons  and  nuclear  confrontation  between  the  two  worlds. 

But  evidently  for  some  of  his  followers  he  is  of  no  value  in  that  capacity. 

Otherwise  —  for  objectivity's  sake  —  one  might  cite  the  following  from  the 
legacy  of  one  of  the  pillars  of  British  politics:  "We  must  not  forget  that 
we  will  make  ourselves  a  target,  perhaps  the  very  center  of  the  target,  if  we 
create  a  U.S.  nuclear  base  in  Britain."  They  prefer  not  to  remember  that 
Churchill.  But  in  vain! 

According  to  the  advocates  of  nuclear  weapons,  in  the  nuclear  era  interstate 
relations  can  be  based  only  on  the  doctrine  of  nuclear  deterrence.  But 
doesn't  this  doctrine  turn  states  into  targets?  Such  a  role,  such  a  fate  can 
scarcely  be  deemed  worthy,  highly  moral,  and  productive,  in  keeping  with  the 
vital  needs  of  our  scientif ic-technical  age.  The  Soviet  Union  would  prefer 
them  to  be  magnets  promoting  contacts,  good-neighborliness,  and  cooperation, 
to  be  partners  rather  than  targets.  The  doctrine  of  nuclear  deterrence, 
which  they  idolize,  inevitably  turns  states  into  targets  of  another  doc¬ 
trine  —  mutual  assured  destruction.  President  R.  Reagan  calls  this  doctrine 
Immoral  and  attempts  to  demonstrate  the  defensive  nature  of  his  "Star  Wars" 
program.  One  can  go  along  with  the  White  House  head's  view  without  agreeing 
that  SDI  is  capable  of  guaranteeing  a  peaceful  future  for  mankind. 

From  the  viewpoint  of  human  morality,  from  the  viewpoint  of  actually  safeguarding  a 
peaceful  future  for  our  world,  it  is  necessary  to  abandon  both  nuclear  weapons  and 
nuclear  deterrence.  The  Soviet  Union  cannot  accept  that  nuclear  deterrence  is  the  only 
possible  way  of  preventing  war.  To  rely  on  nuclear  deterrence  is  to  rely  on  blind 
chance,  to  accept  the  risk  of  a  catastrophe  that  could  occur,  and  not  necessarily  as  a 
result  of  evil  intent,  but  as  a  result  of  a  technical  error  or  human  neglipnce.  And 
the  possibility  of  such  errors  and  instances  of  negligence  is  bound  to  increase  as 
military  technology  builds  up  and  becomes  more  complex  and  as  more  of  it  invades  space. 
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Yes,  nuclear  deterrence  is,  unfortunately,  a  reality.  But  it  is  a  reality  that  mus  be 
changed,  or,  rather,  replaced  with  another  reality  —  nuclear  disarmament.  Why  should 
this  be  done?  Because  nuclear  deterrence  suffers  from  instrinsic  flaws  that  threaten 
to  destroy  civilization. 

Nuclear  deterrence  means  an  unbridled  arms  race  and  ^  the  pursuit  of  military 
superiority.  It  is  a  constant  challenge  to  strategic  stability. 

Nuclear  deterrence  is  an  evasion  of  real  disarmament  and  sabotages  it. 

Nuclear  deterrence  perpetuates  international  tension,  brings  futile  confrontation,  and 
preserves  distrust,  which  poisons  relations  between  peoples  and  states. 

Nuclear  deterrence  fosters  the  image  of  the  "potential  enemy,"  the  "deadly  foe,"  and 
the  ideology  and  mentality  of  antagonism  and  enmity. 

Nuclear  deterrence  means  subjecting  politics  to  the  rule  of  militarism  and  the  further 
militarization  of  thinking. 

Nuclear  deterrence  means  urging  others  to  possess  the  most  destructive  weapons,  to 
acquire  nuclear  power  status  and  the  ability  to  "deter  others. 

Nuclear  deterrence  means  unsound,  illusory  security,  a  fragile,  unreliable 
peace  living  in  constant  expectation  of  a  nuclear  storm,  and  fear  for  the 
present  and  the  future. 

Nuclear  deterrence  means  unpredictability,  uncertainty,  and,  essentially,  brinkmanship, 
recalling  Dulles'  term. 

Can  there  be  security  without  nuclear  weapons?  The  Soviet  Union  believes  that  the 
world  will  acquire  genuine  security  when  it  becomes  nuclear-free.  NATO  countries 
leading  circles  have  different  ideas:  Security  is  identified  with  the  preservation  and 
buildup  of  nuclear  weapons.  Well,  consequently,  it  is  necessary  to  continue  and  deepen 
the  East-West  political  dialogue,  achieve  better  understanding  of  one  another  s 
positions,  and  together  pave  the  way  to  new  political  thinking.  It  is  the  comparison, 
the  clash  of  views  that  will  ultimately  reveal  the  common  denominator  that  will  enable 
the  East  and  the  West  to  create  a  less  heavily  armed  and  safer  world. 

A  nuclear-free  world  is  ceasing  to  be  an  unattainable  dream  before  our  very  eyes.  The 
starting  point  has  been  established  and  the  preconditions  exists  for  progress  toward 

such  a  world. 

First,  the  international  community  now  possesses  the  basic  outline  of  an  all-embracing 
concept  of  effectively  verifiable  disarmament  covering  all  types  of  weapons  and  all 
spheres  ~  land  and  sea,  air  and  space.  There  is,  therefore,  a  draft,  a  blueprint  of  a 
nuclear-free  world. 

Second,  this  concept  is  not  only  the  object  of  discussion  by  all  mankind,  but  of 
interstate  talks  as  well.  Reykjavik  confirmed  the  viability  and  practicability  of  the 
idea  of  nuclear  disarmament. 

Third,  nuclear  disarmament  is  no  longer  merely  a  matter  for  the  USSR  and  the 
United  States.  It  is  a  matter  of  the  self-preservation  of  all  of  mankin  . 

The  results  and  experience  of  Reykjavik,  which  was  concerned  with  the 
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possibility  of  the  most  far-reaching  accords  on  curbing  the  arms  race  since 
the  war,  have  become  the  common  property  of  all  countries  and  peoples. 


All  this  put  together  provides  a  good  site  for  building  a  new,  nuclear-free  home  for 
all  of  mankind  —  a  home  in  which  it  might  feel  completely  safe.  But  this  home  cannot 
be  built  out  of  abstract  arguments  about  the  desirability  of  disarmament.  It  is 
necessary  first  of  all  to  clear  the  construction  site  of  the  obstacles  of  invetera  e 
confrontation,  of  the  detritus  of  the  policy  of  nuclear  deterrence  and  blackmail,  e 
"deadly  foe"  mentality  and  other  similar  attributes  of  prenuclear  political  thinking. 
East  and  West  must  join  forces  in  erecting  on  the  cleared  site  the  edifice  o 
international  security  based  on  abandonment  of  nuclear  weapons. 


Addressing  a  Czechoslovak-Soviet  friendship  rally  in  Prague,  M.S.  Gorbachev  said:  The 
Soviet  Union  has  responsibly  declared  its  wish  to  seek  mutually  acceptable  solutions 
for  the  whole  range  of  nuclear  disarmament  issues."  This  is  the  aim  of  all  the  USSR  s 
concrete  peace  initiatives,  which  have  made  such  a  broad  impact  in  the  world. 


The  political  struggle  for  nuclear 
has  no  illusions  on  that  score, 
c ivi 1 izat ion ' s  self-preservation . 


disarmament  is  a  difficult  one.  The  Soviet  Union 
But  the  struggle  is  necessary.  Necessary  for 
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U.S.-USSR  NUCLEAR  AND  SPACE  ARMS  TALKS 


FOREIGN  SECRETARY  HOWE  COMMENTS  ON  GORBACHEV  ARMS  OFFER 
London  PRESS  ASSOCIATION  in  English  1700  GMT  7  May  87 
[Article  by  Michael  Prescott] 


Foreign  Secretary  Sir  Geoffrey  Howe  today  praised  Soviet 
leader  Mikhail  Gorbachev  for  the  “new  thinking”  that  had 
increased  the  likelihood  of  an  arms  deal.  But  he  said  there  still 
remained  three  “litmus  tests”  of  the  Soviets’  wish  for  change 
They  were:  pulling  out  of  Afghanistan,  allowing  verifiration  of 
any  arms  control,  and  improving  human  rights.  Sir  GMftrey 
reaffirmed  that  nuclear  weapons  would  remain  vital  for  Wratern 
defence  even  if  some  types  of  missiles  were  sc^apl^.  He  said  this 
was  because  reductions  in  nuclear  weapons  would  highlight  the 
Soviet  Union’s  superiority  in  other  areas. 

In  his  speech  to  the  Royal  Institute  of  International  Affairs  in 
London,  Sir  Geoffrey  said  Mr  Gorbachev  and  his  roUeaguM 
realised  the  Soviet  Union  was  “a  poor  advertisement  for  social¬ 
ism.  The  Gorbachev  leadership  had  rejected  doctrines  on  the 
triumph  of  world  socialism  as  “bookish  theories  although  he 
realised  Mr  Gorbachev  might  prove  to  be  “the  latest  in  a  line  of 
Russian  leaders  who  have  aimed  at  bold  reform  but  come  up 
against  the  intractable  limits  of  the  Leninist  system. 

Sir  Geoffrey  praised  the  Soviet  leader  for  the  “vi^ur  and 
imagination”  with  which  he  aimed  to  “cut  away  the  inefficiency, 
sloth  and  corruption  that  has  clogged  it  (the  Soviet  system)  up  for 
years.”  This  was  a  “colossal”  task,  but  Sir  Geoffrey  said  he  and 
the  prime  minister  made  it  quite  plain  when  in  Moscow  that  they 
welcomed  the  reforms. 

He  said  later:  “Thanks  to  this  belated  shift  in  Soviet  thinking, 
we  are  getting,  for  the  first  time,  reasonably  close,  not  to  fr^zing 
nuclear  armaments  at  existing  levels,  but  to  cutting  them  sharply 
or  even  eliminating  certain  categories  altogether. 

“This  would  be  a  great  step  forward.  Nuclear  weapons  will 
remain  essential  for  our  defence  for  the  foreseeable  future  but 
both  superpowers  could  manage  better  with  fewer  nuclear  weap¬ 
ons  than  at  present.” 
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U.S.-USSR  NUCLEAR  AND  SPACE  ARMS  TALKS 


BRIEFS 

SOVIET  PRESS  CONFERENCE  IN  VIENNA — Vienna  May  7  TASS — A  press  conference  for 
Austrian  and  foreign  correspondents  was  held  here  today  at  the  Soviet  Embassy. 
It  was  addressed  by  the  Soviet  special  representative  ambassador  at  large 
Vladimir  Suslov  and  the  Soviet  ambassador  in  Austria  Gennadiy  Shlkin.  They 
outlined  the  Soviet  position  on  questions  of  nuclear  disarmament  in  Europe, 
acquainted  the  journalists  with  the  situation  at  the  Soviet-American  talks 
on  nuclear  and  space  arms  and  replied  to  numerous  questions.  [Text]  [Moscow 
TASS  in  English  1658  GMT  7  May  87  LD]  /6091 

CSO;  5200/1475 
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INTERMEDIATE-RANGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


USSR:  KARPOV  INTERVIEWED  ON  SHULTZ  TALKS,  DRAFT  TREATY 

WA06I830  Moscow  NEW  TIMES  in  English  No  17,  4  May  87  pp  6-8 

with  Vi-to.  Karpov,  chief  of  the  USSR 
Llnitatioo  and  Disatmmenf,  by  reporter  Siklta  Zholltver.  Formula 
Europe  Without  Missiles";  date  not  givenj 

r  I.  ;r;-s.nr. 

the  better  would  appear  to  outweigh  them.  Or  are  y 

[Karpov]  I  would  not  say  that.  I  think  ^  VLTn ’'a  quettiof  o'^f^^great 

rm^:;ta„“cT„'roS;  rr  Mu\e“i“S:ra."'b‘u^ '•‘^“flV  uni,er’aai  aecurity.  for 

removing  the  threat  of  nuclear  war. 

our  approach  la  this:  vh.tever  ‘he  'omplioations  in  our  reU^^ 

problems,  often  artificially  created  by  the  American  aide  --  Uke  the  reopen  8 

2irfor\'or:^iourrL»‘:^^:rtrli7h"„t^^^^^  endi„8  nuclear 

tests,  and  reducing  the  armed  forces  and  armaments  in  Europe. 

here  some  headway  has  been  made.  But  I  should  like  to 

that  the  credit  for  this  goes  primarily  to  the  ,i°Yt  «osco..  What 

State  wished  to  create  the  impression  that  it  was  ^  Gorbachev.  Nikolay  Ryzhkov 

.as  achieved  during  the  talks  Oeorge  pUce  the 

and  Eduard  Shevardnadi,  reflects  the  apTere  which,  as  Reykjavik 

rh?::j:t“h.“most''p"o'mi“i4.  namely,  that  of  medium-range  missile,  in  Europe. 

«e  still  stand  by  the  Reykjavik  formula.  The  “-S-  nj-  nS^'  t's' been  U,”fe«p"n““ 
be  the  basis  of  a  future  agreement.  However,  of  If*  S”„tjes  -  being 

on  the  question  of  shorter-range  '/““aLs  wi  have  Wken  a  major  step 

settled  simultaneously  with  that  0  me  1  g  onerational-tactical  missiles  could 

towards  meeting  that  position:  If  the  to  temove  that 

in  any  way  impede  agreement  on  "loa,  in»"lon  ‘n  Europe,  unilaterally 

:^rta  cCSi:“y  ^rlef °:nd°cTa\l“  specined  o‘ur'°°p^s iao"n^  lo 

[■h:  SaT^O  a^Tir^oV  th'e  r«d^s;:tjs  wr ‘h^wr[;te:’?;‘Sht  fmm  woscol. 
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[Zholkver]  Judging  by  the  initial  reports  from  Brussels,  George  Shultz  gave  the  NATO 
Council  a  somewhat  vague  account  of  his  talks  in  Moscow.  And  Washington  s  West 
European  partners  too  displayed  no  particular  enthusiasm.  What  else  is  there  o 
prevent  an  early  achievement  of  agreement  on  medium-range  missiles  in  lin  age  w 
operational-tactical  missiles? 


[Karpov]  It  seems  to  me  that  objectively  there  are  no  obstacles  to  agreement.  Unless, 
of  course,  they  are  artificially  created.  The  basic  thesis  of  the  Americans  before 
Shultz  went  to  Moscow  was  this:  the  Russians,  it  was  contended,  have  the  advantage  in 
operational-tactical  missiles.  And  until  that  advantage  is  eliminated  by  a  buildup  ot 
these  missiles  by  the  United  States,  there  can  be  no  agreement  on  medium  range 
missiles.  Because  supposedly  the  Soviet  Union  would  gain  by  it.  Now  that  dubiou 
argument  has  lost  all  meaning. 


[Zholkver]  The  other  day  Volker  Ruhe,  CDU/CSU  [Christian  Democratic  Union/Christian 
Social  Union]  deputy  floor  leader  in  the  West  German  Bundestag,  known  to  NEW  TIMES 
readers  for  his  contributions  to  our  magazine,  wrote  _  in  the  newspaper  HAMBURGER 
ANZEIGER  that  "the  Soviet  Union  has  a  tenfold  superiority  over  the  West  as  regards 
missiles  with  a  range  from  150  to  1,000  kilometres." 

[Karpov]  The  question  of  missiles  with  a  range  of  less  than  500  km  has  little  to  do 
with  what  was  actually  discussed  in  the  talks  between  the  U.S.S.R.  and  the  U-S.A.  Why 
was  this  done?  It  is  one  of  two  things  —  either  it  is  just  another  trial  balloon  to 
see  whether  the  talks  could  be  hampered  by  raising  this  angle,  or  else  the  author  ot 
the  article  simply  did  not  know  what  he  was  writing  about. 

The  problem  of  tactical  missiles  with  a  range  of  up  to  500  kilometres  also  figures  in 
the  Soviet  proposals.  Mikhail  Gorbachev  said  quite  plainly  that  the  U.S.S.R.  is 
prepared  to  do  away  with  them.  The  collective  proposals  advanced  by  the  Warsaw  Treaty 
countries  on  this  score  were  formulated  as  far  back  as  June  last  year  in  the  Budapest 
appeal  thus;  tactical  nuclear  weapons  would  be  reduced  in  step  with  the  disbandment  of 
the  army  formations  equipped  with  such  missiles.  As  Mikhail  Gorbachev  said,  we  now  are 

prepared  to  go  still  further  —  towards  the  complete  liquidation  of  weapons  of  this 

class.  And  so  Ruhe's  sally  clearly  misses  the  mark. 

[Zholkver]  It  seems  to  me  that  what  adds  to  the  confusion  of  people  not  particularly 

well  versed  in  military  technology  is  the  diversity  of  designations  given  to  the 
various  categories  of  missiles  —  medium-range,  shorter-range ,  intermediate-range, 
operational-tactical  and  regional.  Could  you  perhaps  clarify  the  classifications 
both  Soviet  and  American? 


[Karpov]  It  is  a  matter  of  difference  of  approach.  In  our  terminology  there  are 
intercontinental  strategic  missiles  with  a  range  of  5,500  kilometres  and  more, 
medium-range  missiles  from  1,000  up  to  5,500  kilometres,  operational-tactical  —  from 
500  to  1,000  kilometres,  and  tactical  missiles  With  a  range  of  less  than  500  kilometres. 


In  NATO  terminology  there  are  intercontinental  ballistic  missiles  this  definition 
coincides  with  our  own,  but  then  come  the  longer-range  intermediate  missiles 
(1,800-5,500  km),  and  shorter-range  intermediate  missiles  (1,800-500  km).  Missiles 
with  a  range  of  less  than  500  kilometres  are  called  tactical  missiles  —  here,  too,  the 
definitions  coincide. 


[Zholkver]  Could  the  differences  in  classification  not  be  an  obstacle  to  agreement? 
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[Karpov]  Why  should  they  be?  After  all,  there  is  the  perfectly  concrete  criterion  of 
range.  I  will  say  this  —  given  the  desire  to  reach  agreement,  terminologica 
discrepancies  should  not  be  an  obstacle. 

[Zholkver]  Judging  by  statements  made  by  U.S.  leaders,  the  United 

interested  in  the  complete  liquidation  of  medium-range  missiles.  Why  does  the  Soviet 
Union  insist  on  both  sides  retaining  100  warheads  each? 

[Karpov]  Because  we  cannot  but  take  into  account  the  fact  that  the  United 
nuclLr  weapons  in  the  Asian-Pacific  region.  It  has  there  hundr^s,  I 

of  delivery  means  for  nuclear  weapons  -  missiles  and  aircraft.  Moreover,  some  of  them 
are  located  in  direct  proximity  to  the  territory  of  the  Soviet  Union.  For  instance, 

base  for  F-16  aircraft  -  those  up-to-date  means  of  delivery  of  nucler  weapons  -  has 

been  set  up  and  is  being  expanded  at  Misawa,  on  Honshu  Island. 

In  South  Korea  the  U.S.  has  begun  deploying  tactical  nuclear  weapons  --so  f^r,  ^he 
lance  missile  with  a  range  of  130  kilometres.  But  there  is  no  guarantee  that  they  will 
not  be  replaced  by  longer-range  missiles.  Clearly,  we  must  have  a 
serve  as  a  counterweight.  If  the  United  States  is  ready  to  talk  about  a 

reduction  and  the  elimination  of  these  potentials  we  shall  not  object. 

[Zholkver]  It  looks  as  if  we  are  giving  the  United  States  a  "present"  by  allowing  it 

to  have  100  warheads  on  its  territory.  After  all,  the  hundred  in  the  Asian  part  of  the 

U.S.S.R.,  as  you  say,  are  not  a  counterweight  to  them^ 

IKarpovI  Let  me  explain.  We  aay  -  and  thia  meat  be  an 

agreement  —  that  the  warheads  on  the  medium-range  missiles  the  U.S.  will  retain  o 
territory  must  not  be  able  to  reach  the  territory  of  the  Soviet  Union  We 

categorically  insist  on  this  condition  being  observed.  And  for  this  reason.  At  the 

present  time  there  are  no  medium-range  misalles  in  the  US.  capable  of  ccacbing  Soviet 
Lrritory.  Just  as  we  have  no  medium-range  missiles  capable  of  reaching  U.S.  territory. 

If,  after  we  reduce  our  medium-range  missiles  in  the  Asian  part  of  our  country  the 
United  States  should  simultaneously  deploy  100  warheads  capable  of  reaching  our 
territory,  the  agreement  aimed  at  scaling  down  the  nuclear  confrontation  between  the 
U.S.S.R.^and  the  U.S. A.  would,  on  the  contrary,  heighten  that  confrontation.  We  hold 
that  this  would  not  accord  with  the  Soviet  Union’s  security  interests. 

[Zholkver]  To  return  to  Europe,  and  in  particular  to  the  position  of  Britain  and 
France.  The  public  pronouncements  of  official  spokesmen  of  these  two  nuc  ear 
revS  a  cleLly  negative  attitude  to  the  prospect  of  a  nuclear-free  Europe  an 
unwillingness  to  include  the  British  and  French  nuclear  forces  in  the  negotia  ing 
process.  But,  after  all,  one  cannot  close  one’s  eyes  indefinitely  not  only 
Listence  of  these  potentials  but  to  the  fact  that  they  are  being  built  up. 

[Karpov]  True.  When  we  took  the  step  that  opens  the  way  to  the  elimination  of  Soviet 

Ld  American  medium-range  missiles  in  Europe  we  were  taking  a 

does  not  mean  that  our  proposals  overlook  the  existence  of  the  French  and  British 
nuclear  potentials.  Certainly  not.  We  believe  that  the  elimination  of  the  Soviet  and 
Z:iSn"  medium-range  missiles  in  Europe  should  /^e  first  step  towards^ 

elimination  of  all  nuclear  weapons  in  that  continent.  And  of  course  both  Britain  a 
France  should  join  in  this  process.  In  the  programme  for  nuclear  disarmament  put 
forward  by  Mikhail  Gorbachev  on  January  15,  1986,  this  as  the  second  stage 

—  after  the  U.S.S.R.  and  the  U.S. A.  have  carried  out  a  50  per  cent  reduction  of  thei 

nuclear  arsenals. 
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[Zholkver]  In  the  course  of  the  talks  George  Shultz  had  in  Moscow  the  problem  of  SDI 
was  touched  upon.  In  this  connection  there  is  talk  about  some  change  in  the  Soviet 
position  with  regard  to  the  "Star  Wars"  programme.  What  is  new  in  Moscow's  approach  to 
this  question? 


iKarpov]  Essentially,  it  is  a  further  development  of  the  position  of  which  we  spoke 
earlier.  In  Reykjavik,  for  instance.  The  substance  remains  unchanged:  _ the  Soviet 
Union  favours  strict  and  complete  observance  of  the  ABM  Treaty.  U.S.  officials  have 
come  out  with  a  new  interpretation  of  the  treaty  (the  so-called  broad 
interpretation),  for  which,  incidentally,  there  is  no  justification  whatever,  either  in 
the  text  of  the  treaty  itself  or  in  the  agreed  statements  appended  to  it,  or  in  the 
history  of  the  negotiations  themselves. 


Since  October  1985,  when  the  U.S.  first  began  to  speak  of  the  "broad"  interpretation,  a 
certain  difference  of  opinion  as  regards  the  understanding  of  the  treaty  has  emerged. 
We  say  to  the  United  States:  let  us  remove  all  differences  as  regards  the  limits  that 
must  not  be  overstepped  in  research,  development  and  testing  of  the  means  of 
anti-missile  defence.  To  this  end  let  our  experts  determine  what,  in  order  not  to 
violate  the  ABM  Treaty,  must  not  be  placed  in  outer  space  for  testing  or  deployment 
purposes . 

The  Americans  either  evade  the  issue  or  categorically  object  to  any  such  suggestion. 
This  is  understandable.  It  does  not  suit  their  purpose,  for  any  discussion  of  the 
limits  of  the  permissible  raises  doubts  as  to  the  validity  of  their  "broad" 
interpretation  of  the  treaty.  We  understand  this.  But  if  there  is  to  be  an  identical, 
mutually— shared  and  indeed  the  only  acceptable  interpretation  of  the  treaty,  the 
procedure  we  propose  for  agreeing  the  positions  of  the  two  sides  is  indispensable. 

The  Americans  complained  that  we  did  not  make  it  clear  what  we  meant  by  restricting 
things  to  "laboratory  limits."  We  have  explained  now  that  what  is  meant  is  not  only 
research  institutes  with  doors  bearing  the  sign  "Laboratory,"  but  also  proving  grounds 
and  factory  testing  facilities  where  such  tests  are  carried  out.  And  what,  above  all, 
must  be  excluded  is  violation  of  Article  5  of  the  treaty,  which  bans  the  development, 
testing  and  deployment  of  space-based  ABM  systems  or  components.  For  this  it  is  very 
important  to  determine  what  devices  must  not  be  placed  in  outer  space  for  testing  or 
deployment  purposes. 

[Zholkver]  What  tests  are  not  prohibited  by  the  treaty?  What  will  be  tried  out  on 
these  proving  grounds? 

[Karpov]  ABM  components  may  be  tested,  provided  they  are  intended  for  replacements 
permitted  by  the  treaty.  We  are  allowed  to  have  100  anti-missile  missiles,  100 
launchers  and  a  certain  number  of  radar  stations  around  Moscow.  Testing  of  a  device, 
even  if  it  is  not  an  exact  copy  of  what  we  already  have,  but  let  us  say  a  laser  device 
intended  to  replace  a  launcher  or  an  anti-missile  missile,  is  permitted.  But  only  in  a 
stationary,  on-the-ground  version.  This  the  treaty  does  not  forbid. 

[Zholkver]  Does  this  not  make  it  possible  to  test  components  of  a  future  ABM  space 
system  without  putting  them  into  orbit? 

[Karpov]  Theoretically,  an  anti-missile  missile  can  be  deployed  in  outer  space.  For 
this  it  is  necessary  to  orbit  a  statellite  platform  and  mount  anti-missile  missiles  on 
it.  This  can  be  done  even  without  space  tests.  Lasers  can  also  be  tested  in  an 
artificial  vacuum  on  the  ground  or  in  the  atmosphere  with  a  certain  adjustment.  There 
are  no  restrictions  on  this  kind  of  testing. 
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The  trouble  is,  however,  that  it  is  necessary  to  make  the  laser  part  of  the  space  based 
ABM  system,  to  develop  the  technology  of  putting  it  in  orbit,  and  ensure  it  the 
necessary  power  supply.  But  all  this  is  not  simple.  In  order  to  have  a  guarantee  that 
the  laser  system  for  combating  ballistic  missiles  will  function  in  outer  space,  it  has 
to  be  tested  in  space. 

[Zholkver]  The  next  round  of  the  Soviet-American  negotiations  begins  in  Geneva  on 
April  23.  Of  course,  there  is  no  point  in  anticipating  events  and  making  optimistic 
predictions.  But  what  does  Moscow  expect  of  the  coming  round? 

[Karpov]  The  working  group  dealing  with  medium-range  missiles  resumes  discussions  on 
April  23.  It  will  continue  to  work  on  the  drafting  of  a  joint  text  of  a  treaty  on  the 
elimination  of  the  Soviet  and  American  medium-range  missiles  in  Europe  and 
corresponding  limitations  in  the  Asian  part  of  the  U.S.S.R.  and  in  the  territory  of  the 
United  States.  We  are  working  on  a  compromise  draft  taking  into  account  the  U.S. 
position  and  offering  solutions  on  questions  which  have  given  rise  to  disagreement  and 
different  interpretations.  We  hope  that  this  draft  will  open  the  way  to  completing  the 
work  on  the  treaty. 

[Zholkver]  Could  there  be  a  new  summit  meeting  this  year? 

[Karpov]  As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  are  proposing  such  a  meeting.  But  it  must  be 
productive.  Specifically,  we  propose  that  a  draft  of  a  treaty  on  medium-range  missiles 
be  prepared  for  the  summit,  at  which  it  would  be  signed,  and  that  at  the  same  time  a 
document  be  drawn  up  that  would  contain  if  not  the  full  texts  of  agreements  on  space 
and  on  offensive  strategic  arms,  then  at  least  the  groundwork  for  such  agreements. 

We  have  already  handed  the  Americans  a  draft  of  the  key  provisions  of  these 
agreements.  It  provides  for  fully  guaranteed  observance  of  the  ABM  Treaty  for  a  period 
of  ten  years,  without  giving  the  sides  the  right  to  invoke  Article  15  under  which 
withdrawal  from  the  treaty  is  allowed  in  extraordinary  circumstances.  The  draft  also 
contains  the  formula  of  a  50  per  cent  reduction  in  strategic  arms  which  is  based  fully 
on  the  Reykjavik  formula.  And,  lastly,  the  draft  includes  the  proposal  to  begin 
full-scale  talks  on  ending  nuclear  tests.  If  our  proposals  are  approved  by  the 
American  side  they  could  determine  the  content  and  outcome  of  a  meeting  at  summit 
level.  In  that  case  the  road  to  Washington  will  be  open. 

/6091 

CSO:  5200/1481 


33 


INTERMEDIATE-RANGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


ITALIAN  PAPER  INTERVIEWS  USSR'S  PETROVSKIY  ON  'NEW  THINKING' 


PM120812  Rome  L' ESPRESSO  in  Italian  3  May  87  p  66 

[Interview  with  Soviet  Deputy  Foreign  Minister  Vladimir  Petrovskiy  by  Massimo 
Loche  in  Moscow;  date  not  given] 


[Excerpt]  [Loche]  Is  there  "a  new  thinking"  in  foreign  policy  too? 


[Petrovskiy]  Certainly.  It  is  based  on  three  points:  The  first  is 
guaranteeing  peace  in  the  nuclear  era  is  political  negotiation,  with 
the  traditional  military  method;  the  second  is  that,  together 
initiatives,  there  must  also  be  cultural  and  economic  initiatives; 
that  such  initiatives  must  be  coordinated. 


that  the  means  of 
the  exclusion  of 
with  diplomatic 
and  the  third  is 


[Loche]  What  specifically  does  all  this  mean? 

(Petrovskiy]  Our  proposal  to  ban  all  nuclear,  chemical,  and  other  weapons  by  a 
definite  deadline  —  the  end  of  the  20th  century. 


[Loche]  Why,  having  said  that  the  package  presented  in  Reykjavik  is  indivisible,  did 
you  separate  the  part  dealing  with  Euromissiles? 


[Petrovskiy]  It  is  a  sign  of 
monopoly  on  the  truth  and  are 
sincerely  want  peace. 


the  new  thinking,  precisely.  We  do  not  claim  to  have  a 
prepared  to  seek  solutions  together  with  all  those  who 


[Loche]  What  is  your  opinion  of  the  responses  to  your  proposals? 

[Petrovskiy]  Previously  they  would  say  to  us:  "Everything  cannot  be  included  in  a 
single  package."  Then  the  same  people  begin  linking  the  Euromissiles  issue  to  that  o 
short-range  missiles  and  conventional  weapons.  This  suggests  that  some  people  are 
using  any  kind  of  excuse  to  reject  any  agreement  whatever. 

[Loche]  Nevertheless  the  dialogue  continues.... 

[Petrovskiy]  We  are  opposed  to  the  theory  of  art  for  art's  sake.  At  least  it  is 
possible  to  hold  a  discussion  about  aesthetics,  but  in  politics  dialogue  for  dialogue  s 
sake  is  dangerous:  There  must  be  tangible  results. 

[Loche]  Would  you  say  that  it  was  a  mistake  to  fill  Europe  with  your  SS-20s? 
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must  be  assessed  in  the  light  of  the  historical 


[Petrovskiy]  I  believe  all  decisions 
situation  in  which  they  were  made. 


[Loche]  So  this  means  continuity.  But  is  it 
in  order  to  carry  out  your  restructuring? 


true  that  you  absolutely  must  have  peace 


will  be  able  to  carry  out  our  plans,  albeit  at  a  very  hig  pric 
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INTERMEDIATE-RANGE  NUCJ^AR  FORCES 


USSR'S  OBUKHOV  INTERVIEWED  ON  'ZERO  OPTION'  PROPOSAL 
AU1A1329  Bratislava  SMENA  in  Slovak  13  May  87  p  2 


[Interview  with  Aleksey  Obukhov,  deputy  head  of  the  Soviet  delegation  at  the  talks  on 
nuclear  and  space  weapons  in  Geneva;  report  by  NOVOSTI  political  commentator  Spartak 
Beglov:  "What  Is  New  in  Geneva?"  —  date  and  place  of  interview  not  given] 

[Text]  "All  prerequisites  exist  for  the  Soviet-U.S.  treaty  on  eliminating  medium-range 
missiles  to  become  reality  before  the  end  of  this  year,"  Ambassador  Aleksey  Obukhov, 
deputy  head  of  the  USSR  delegation  at  the  talks  on  nuclear  and  space  weapons,  said  in 
an  interview.  "If  you  consider  that  the  Soviet  Union  has  also  proposed  the  elimination 
of  operational  and  tactical  missiles  stationed  in  Europe,  you  must  definitely  agree 
with  those  who  speak  of  a  'double  zero  option.'  This  reflects  the  radical  character 
of  our  initiatives,  which  are  fully  founded  on  the  understanding  reached  at  the 
Soviet-U.S.  summit  in  Reykjavik." 

The  day  of  our  interview  coincided  with  a  major  event  ~  with  the  opening  of  another 
round  of  Soviet-U.S.  talks  on  strategic  offensive  weapons.  On  3  May  the  Soviet 
delegation  proposed  to  the  U.S.  delegation  to  start  working  out  the  key  provisions 
relating  to  the  50-percent  cut  in  the  two  sides’  strategic  offensive  forces  in 
conjunction  with  the  solution  of  questions  of  reinforcing  the  regime  of  the  ABM  Treaty 
and  with  Soviet-U.S.  talks  on  banning  all  nuclear  tests. 

One  more  event  connected  with  the  Soviet-U.S.  dialogue  deserves  attention.  On  4  May, 
at  talks  held  concurrently  in  Geneva,  preparation  work  was  wound  up  regarding  a  joint 
draft  agreement  between  the  USSR  and  the  United  States  on  setting  up  nuclear  risk 
reduction  centers  and  regarding  two  protocols  on  this  draft  agreement.  The  texts  o 

these  documents  will  be  submitted  to  the  governments  of  the  two  countries  for 
confirmation.  But  let  us  return  to  the  talks  on  medium-range  missiles  in  Europe.  Ihe 
exceptional  interest  these  talks  have  aroused  everywhere  is  understandable. 

"A  situation  has  arisen,"  Ambassador  Aleksey  Obukhov  stressed,  "in  which  —  thanks  to 
the  Soviet  proposals  —  the  chance  to  achieve  a  breakthrough  by  signing,  for  the  first 
time  in  history,  an  agreement  on  an  actual  reduction  of  nuclear  arras  has  appeared  on 
the  horizon."  He  went  on  to  point  out  that  the  Soviet  side  has  taken  into  account  all 
aspects  it  deems  constructive  in  the  U.S.  document  submitted  earlier.  This  concerns, 
for  example,  the  principle  of  gradual  arms  reduction,  the  same  definition  of  the 
reduction  of  devices,  keeping  record  of  both  deployed  [rozvinuty]  and  undeployed 
devices,  and  adherence  to  the  Reykjavik  formula  on  eliminating  all  medium  range  nuclear 
missiles  in  Europe  within  5  years  with  each  side  keeping  100  warheads  —  the  USSR  in 
its  Asian  part  and  the  United  States  on  its  territory* 
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The  Soviet  side  disagrees  with  some  propositions  that  still  remain  in  the  U.S. 
concept.  For  example,  it  regards  as  unacceptable  the  proposal  that  in  the 
first  long-term  stage  only  the  Soviet  Union  would  be  eliminating  its  missiles, 
while  the  U.S.  side  would  even  be  allowed  to  Increase  the  number  of  its  medium- 
range  missiles. 

"Our  principle  is  clear!  No  one-sided  advantages  for  anyone.  Both  sides  must  be 
obligated  to  become  involved  in  the  nuclear  arms  reduction  process.  The  United  States' 
attempt  to  rebuild  the  Pershing-2  missiles  to  shorten  their  range,  and  their  plans  to 
acquire  the  chance  to  switch  cruise  missiles  from  land  bases  to  the  sea  and  to  deploy 
the  remaining  100  warheads  on  medium— range  missiles  in  Alaska,  that  is,  within  range  of 
USSR  territory,  are  all  unacceptable.  That  would  result  in  the  creation  of  a  dangerous 
new  hotbed  in  that  part  of  the  world,"  Ambassador  Aleksey  Obukhov  said. 

In  our  talk  we  were  naturally  unable  to  get  around  the  issue  of  the  European  countries 
response  to  the  Soviet  proposals.  The  profound  satisfaction  of  the  broad  public  of 
self-explanatory.  Viewed  against  this  background,  the  attitude  of  the  leadership  of 
some  NATO  member  states  is  at  odds  with  logic. 

I  drew  Aleksey  Obukhov's  attention  to  the  following  objection  being  raised  in  Bonn; 
Some  government  officials  regard  the  elimination  of  [medium-range]  nuclear  missiles  and 
of  the  operational  and  tactical  missiles  —  and,  hence,  the  fact  that  the  United  States 
is  deprived  of  the  opportunity  to  deploy  these  weapons  in  Europe  —  as  undermining  the 
strategy  of  "flexible  response."  They  claim  that  this  would  turn  the  FRG  into  the 
theater  of  a  nuclear  war  using  tactical  nuclear  weapons. 

"These  are  all  contrived  excuses,"  the  Soviet  diplomat  said,  "the  aim  of  which 
is  to  impede  the  process  of  negotiations.  Our  ultimate  ideal  is  the  reduction 
of  all  nuclear  arms  in  Europe  to  zero.  The  initiative  of  the  Warsaw  Pact 
member  countries  aimed  at  reducing  all  weapons  and  armed  forces,  including 
their  tactical  nuclear  arms,  clearly  bears  out  our  sincerity  and  consistency 
in  this  process.  Aside  from  this,  the  Soviet  Union  supports  the  proposal  of 
the  CSSR  and  the  GDR  to  create  a  nuclear-free  corridor  along  the  borderline 
between  NATO  and  Warsaw  Pact  countries.  We  are  resolved  to  undertake  the 
guarantee  for  such  an  agreement  and  to  remove  our  nuclear  arms  from  this 
corridor. " 

Bonn  and  Paris  claim  that  they  cannot  take  a  final  stand  on  the  Soviet  proposals 
without  being  provided  with  detailed  information  about  them. 

"Also,  these  claims  are  contrived,"  the  ambassador  explained.  "American 

representatives  regularly  visit  the  NATO  staff  in  Brussels  as  well  as  the  other 
capitals  of  Western  Europe  and,  as  we  know,  they  inform  their  allies  about  what  is 
going  on  in  Geneva.  We,  too,  broadly  inform  the  international  public  about  our 
proposals.  They  are  discussed  in  detail  in  statements  by  the  Soviet  leadership.  This 
is  an  integral  part  of  implementing  the  principle  of  openness  in  our  policy. 

"The  Soviet  side  came  to  the  talks  not  to  engage  in  idle  debates  but  to  work 
constructively  and  efficiently  in  order  to  find  solutions  and  work  out  mutuaily 
acceptable  positions  in  the  interest  of  the  speedy  achievement  of  an  agreement.  To 
claim  that  an  agreement  on  medium-range  missiles  suits  only  the  interests  of  the  Soviet 
Union  is  just  as  silly  and  unnatural  as  to  say  that  only  Russians  cannot  do  without 
ozone,"  the  ambassador  said  in  concluding  the  interview. 
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INTERMEDIATE-RANGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


USSR:  GERASIMOV  FOREIGN  MINISTRY  NEWS  CONFERENCE  12  MAY 

U.S.  Draft  Arms  Treaty 
LD121608  Moscow  TASS  in  English  1503  GMT  12  May  87 

[Text]  Moscow  May  12  TASS  —  "The  Soviet  side  is  attentively  studying  the  draft  treaty 
on  strategic  offensive  arms  which  the  U.S.  delegation  has  submitted  at  the  talks  in 
Geneva,"  Gennadiy  Gerasimov,  head  of  the  Information  Directorate  of  the  USSR  Ministry 
of  Foreign  Affairs,  said  at  a  briefing  for  journalists  here  today. 

"The  U.S.  draft  treaty",  he  said,  "really  reflects  the  Reykjavik  accords  on  reducing 
strategic  offensive  arms  by  half,  as  was  stated  by  United  States  President  Ronald 
Reagan.  The  draft  treaty  also  records  quantitative  parameters  for  limiting  the  types 
of  weapons  which  were  spoken  of  in  Reykjavik,  i.e.,  for  cutting  all  strategic  weapon 
delivery  vehicles  down  to  1,600  units." 

"However,"  the  spokesman  for  the  Soviet  Foreign  Ministry  pointed  out,  "not  everything 
which  was  agreed  upon  in  Reykjavik  about  strategic  offensive  arms  has  found  embodiment 
in  the  draft  treaty  submitted  by  the  U.S.  delegation." 

"Moreover,  on  a  number  of  aspects  the  Soviet  side  sees  a  departure  from  the  Reykjavik 
understandings.  Therefore  one  cannot  agree  with  President  Reagan  that  the  Soviet 
side's  misgivings  have  been  taken  into  account  in  this  draft  treaty." 


In  this  connection  Gennadiy  Gerasimov  pointed  out  that,  although  an  evaluation 
of  the  draft  treaty  would  be  made  later,  five  preliminary  remarks  could  be 
made  on  that  score  already  now. 

"First:  A  period  during  which  strategic  offensive  arms  should  be  cut  down  by  half  is 

extended  by  the  U.S.  side  from  five  years,  as  was  specified  in  Reykjavik,  to  seven 
years". 

"Second:  The  fact  that  the  draft  treaty  includes  provisions  on  establishing  sublimits 
on  strategic  offensive  arms  contradicts  what  was  spoken  of  in  Reykjavik.  The  sublimits 
are  aimed  at  upsetting  the  Soviet  strategic  triad  and  its  structure.  This  is 
detrimental  to  the  security  ofthe  Soviet  Union". 

"Third:  The  draft  treaty  does  -not  mention,  a  reduction  in  long-range  sea-launched 

cruise  missiles". 
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"Fourth:  The  e]uestion  of  further  actions  of  the  sides  in  reducing  strategic  offensive 
arms  remains  open". 

"Fifth:  The  U.S.  draft  treaty  does  not  take  into  account  the  objectively  existing 
interconnection  between  a  reduction  in  strategic  offensive  arms  and  the  prevention  of 
an  arms  race  in  outer  space  and  the  consolidation  of  the  regime  of  the  ABM  Treaty." 

"The  Soviet  side  holds  that  without  solving  the  problem  of  preventing  an  arms  race  in 
outer  space  it  is  impossible  to  set  about  reducing  offensive  arms.  Of  importance  is 
also  the  provision  that  if  under  accords  on  cuts  in  strategic  offensive  arms  any  of  the 
sides  would  decide  to  begin  practical  development  of  a  space-based  anti-missile  defence 
system,  the  other  side  would  have  a  right  to  consider  itself  free  from  observing 
obligations  on  reducing  strategic  offensive  arms." 


"At  the  talks  in  Geneva,"  the  spokesman  for  the  USSR  Ministry  of  Foreign  Affairs  said, 
"there  is  the  Soviet  draft  document  entitled  'The  Key  Provisions  of  an  Agreement'.  The 
draft  document  fully  corresponds  to  the  Reykjavik  understandings  and  is  aimed  at 
achieving  accords  acceptable  to  both  sides  on  50  percent  cuts  in  strategic  offensive 
arms  with  the  guarantee  that  the  agreement  will  not  be  undermined  by  the  orbiting  of 
weapons . " 

FRG  Disarmament  Stand 

LDl 21643  Moscow  TASS  in  English  1616  GMT  12  May  87 

[Text]  Moscow  May  12  TASS  —  A  spokesman  for  the  USSR  Ministry  of  Foreign  Affairs, 
commenting  on  the  speech  delivered  in  the  Bundestag  by  the  chancellor  of  the  Federal 
Republic  of  Germany  (FRG),  the  speech  in  which  he  made  a  government  statement  on 
disarmament  issues,  pointed  out  that  the  FRG's  overall  approach  to  these  issues  had 
given  rise  to  surprise  in  the  Soviet  Union. 

"On  the  one  hand,"  the  spokesman  said,  "the  chancellor  spoke  of  the  need  for  a  new 
thinking  and  new  actions  in  the  field  of  arms  control.  On  the  other,  he  praised 
'nuclear  deterrence'  to  which,  in  his  view,  there  is  no  alternative  in  the  near  future." 

"The  government  of  the  FRG  has  repeatedly  stated  its  intention  to  act  as  a  reliable, 
predictable  and  trustworthy  partner.  Therefore  the  Soviet  Union  expected  that  the  FRG 
would  declare  in  favour  of  specific  steps  aimed  at  lowering  the  level  of  military 
confrontation  in  Europe.  The  more  so  as  the  Soviet  initiatives  had  been  worked  out 
with  due  regard  for  the  opinion  of  West  European  countries,  including  the  FRG." 

"However,  having  declared  on  the  whole  for  concluding  an  agreement  on  medium-range 
missiles  as  soon  as  possible,  the  chancellor  practically  evaded  a  reply  to  the  Soviet 
proposal  on  eliminating  shorter-range  missiles  on  the  continent  as  well.  Only  recently 
these  missiles  were  declared  by  Bonn  to  be  the  main  threat  to  Europe  in  the  event  of 
elimination  of  medium-range  missiles." 

"Judging  by  pronouncements  by  officials  and  the  press  of  a  number  of  NATO  countries," 
the  spokesman  for  the  USSR  Ministry  of  Foreign  Affairs  pointed  out,  "those  countries 
think  of  plans  to  develop  an  anti-missile  defence  system  for  Western  Europe  in 
conjunction  with  the  U.S.  SDI  programme." 

"If  those  designs  are  implemented,  yet  another  major  direction  would  open  up  in  the 
arms  race.  Efforts  to  strengthen  security,  particularly  European  one,  would  be 
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undermined-  Such  kind  of  development  efforts  being  made  together  with  the  U.S.  SDI 
programme  obviously  circumvent  the  1972  Soviet— U-S-  ABM  Treaty, 

'Jaruzelski  Plan' 


LD121720  Moscow  TASS  International  Service  in  Russian  1555  GMT  12  May  87 

[Text]  Moscow,  12  May  (TASS)  —  The  Soviet  Union  sees  the  new  proposals  of  the  PPRi 
which  received  the  name  "Jaruzelski  Plan"  as  an  important  contribution  to  the  joint 
efforts  of  socialist  countries  aimed  at  consolidating  peace  and  security  in  Europe, 
stated  Gennadiy  Gerasimov,  head  of  the  Information  Department  of  the  USSR  Ministry  of 
Foreign  Affairs.  He  spoke  here  today  at  the  briefing  for  newsmen. 

This  is  a  plan  for  reducing  armaments  and  strengthening  confidence  in  the  central 
European  zone  on  the  territory  of  nine  European  states,  although  this  number  can  be 
increased.  According  to  the  opinion  of  the  Polish  side,  noted  Gennadiy  Gerasimov,  this 
is  both  a  plan  and  a  program,  the  essence  of  which  is  the  gradual  withdrawal  of  jointly 
agreed  types  of  operational  and  tactical  nuclear  weapons  and  conventional  armaments, 
primarily  those  with  the  greatest  strike  capacity  and  accuracy,  which  could  be  used  for 
a  surprise  attack.  The  plan  envisages  thorough  verification  and  monitoring  measures 
[mery  proverki  i  kontrolya] .  Along  with  this,  the  "Jaruzelski  Plan"  proposes  to  make 
the  military  doctrines  of  the  two  opposing  blocs  purely  defensive. 

The  implementation  of  the  new  Polish  initiative  would,  in  our  view,  the  representative 
of  the  USSR  Ministry  of  Foreign  Affairs  stressed,  assist  in  reducing  the  level  of 
military  confrontation  on  the  European  Continent,  strengthening  trust  among  the 
European  countries,  and  advancing  on  the  road  to  disarmament. 

This  proposal  is  also  very  important  in  the  context  of  the  development  of  pan-European 
process . 


Thai  Foreign  Minister  Visits 

LD121520  Moscow  TASS  International  Service  in  Russian  1347  GMT  12  May  87 

[Excerpt]  Moscow,  12  May  (TASS) —Foreign  Minister  of  the  Kingdom  of  Thailand 
Chief  Marshal  of  the  Air  Force  Sitthi  Sawetsila,  who  is  currently  on  an  offi¬ 
cial  visit  in  Moscow,  declared  on  behalf  of  the  ASEAN  member  countries  for 
the  development  of  relations  between  the  association's  member  countries  and 
the  Soviet  Union,  said  Gennadiy  Gerasimov,  chief  of  the  Information  Directo¬ 
rate  of  the  USSR  Foreign  Ministry,  addressing  today  a  briefing  for  Soviet  and 
foreign  newsmen.  In  the  course  of  the  talks  with  the  USSR  Foreign  Minister 
Eduard  Shevardnadze  the  sides  pointed  out  that  they  have  an  understanding  of 
such  global  problems  as  disarmament,  elimination  of  nuclear  arsenals,  preven¬ 
tion  of  militarization  of  outer  space,  and  putting  an  end  to  nuclear  tests. 
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INTERMEDIATE-RANGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


TASS  CITES  SHULTZ  TIME  ARTICLE  ON  INF 
LD110737  Moscow  TASS  in  English  0713  GMT  II  May  87 

[Text]  New  York  May  11  TASS  —  U.S.  Secretary  of  State  George  Shultz  contributed  an 
article  to  the  weekly  "TIME",  devoted  to  prospects  for  concluding  a  Soviet-U.S. 
agreement  on  eliminating  intermediate-range  missiles  from  Europe. 

Shultz  believes  that  the  United  States  and  the  USSR  "appear  to  be  nearing  an  agreement 
on  intermediate-range  nuclear  forces  (INF)".  "Such  an  agreement  is  not  assured  -  our 
negotiators  still  have  important  work  before  them  —  but  if  it  is  concluded,  it  would 
constitute  the  first  time  in  25  years  of  U.S. -Soviet  arms  control  talks  that 
significant  and  verifiable  reductions  in  any  category  of  offensive  nuclear  weapons  had 

taken  place". 

Shultz  stressed  that  the  administration  regarded  such  an  agreement  as  being  in  U.S. 
interests.  Shultz  opposed  the  attempts  "to  link  an  INF  agreement  to  conventional  force 
reductions"  by  the  Warsaw  Treaty  member  states,  stressing  that  this  would  be  tantamount 
to  killing  an  agreement.  He  argued,  however,  that  there  existed  an  imbalance  in  this 
field  between  NATO  and  the  Warsaw  Treaty. 

[t  is  clear  from  the  U.S.  secretary  of  state’s  article  that  Washington  and  its  allies 
do  not  intend  to  abandon  the  doctrine  of  "flexible  response"  underlying  the  NATO  s 
strategy,  which  is  known  to  stipulate  the  launching  of  a  first  nuclear  strike. 

"Even  after  an  INF  agreement,  NATO  would  retain  a  robust  deterrent,"  he  writes.  More 
than  A, 000  U.S.  nuclear  weapons  would  still  be  in  Europe". 
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INTERMEDIATE-RANGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


TASS  CITES  SHULTZ  BALTIMORE  SUN  ARTICLE  ON  INF 
LD122028  Moscow  TASS  in  English  2015  GMT  12  May  87 

[Text]  Washington  May  12  TASS  —  U.S.  Secretary  of  State  George  Shultz  declared  in 
support  of  the  conclusion  of  an  agreement  on  the  elimination  of  intermediate-range 
nuclear  missiles  in  Europe  between  the  USA  and  the  USSR.  He  expressed  cautious 
optimism  about  the  possibility  of  reaching  such  an  arrangement,  which,  he  said,  will  be 
decidedly  in  the  interest  of  the  United  States  and  NATO.  "The  United  States  and  the 
Soviet  Union  appear  to  be  nearing  an  agreement  on  intermediate-range  nuclear  forces  , 
the  head  of  the  U.S.  foreign  policy  department  writes  in  a  lengthy  article  published  by 
THE  BALTIMORE  SUN  today.  "Such  an  agreement  is  not  assured  —  our  negotiators  still 
have  important  work  before  them  —  but  if  it  is  concluded,  it  would  constitute  the 
first  time  in  25  years  of  U.S. -Soviet  arms  control  talks  that  significant  and 
verifiable  reductions  in  any  category  of  offensive  nuclear  weapons  had  taken  place". 

Touching  upon  "doubts"  of  a  number  of  West  European  leaders  about  this  problem,  George 
Slmltz  expressed  the  opinion  that  an  agreement  on  the  elimination  of  intermediate-range 
nuclear  forces  from  Europe  should  not  be  linked  to  conventional  arms  reductions  in  the 
area.  He  emphasizes  that  linking  an  intermediate-nuclear  forces  agreement  to 
conventional-force  reductions,  which  will  undoubtedly  take  more  years  to  negotiate, 
would  be  tantamount  to  introducing  a  "killer  amendment". 

At  the  same  time,  the  U.S.  secretary  of  state  made  it  plain  that  the  United  States  is 
not  at  all  striving  for  ridding  Europe  of  nuclear  arms  completely  and  is  prepared 
already  now  to  "balance"  the  elimination  of  intermediate-range  nuclear  forces  and 
shorter-range  missiles  with  modernization  of  other  nuclear  systems.  George  Shultz 
notes  that  "even  after  an  agreement  NATO  would  retain  a  robust  deterrent.  More  than 
4,000  U.S.  nuclear  weapons  would  still  be  in  Europe,  on  aircraft  that  could  penetrate 
deep  into  the  Soviet  Union,  and  on  remaining  missiles  and  nuclear  artillery.  NATO  is 
planning  on  undertaking  modernization  of  several  of  these  systems.  Also,  several 
hundred  submarine-launched  ballistic-missile  warheads  would  remain  available  to  the 
supreme  NATO  commander,"  George  Shultz  writes. 
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INTERMEDIATE-RANGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


USSR'S  VORONTSOV  VISITS  ROME  TO  DISCUSS  INF  PROGRESS 

Meets  Italian  CP  Head 

LD112126  Moscow  TASS  in  English  2042  GMT  11  May  87 

[Text]  Moscow  May  11  TASS — A  meeting  took  place  here  today  between  Yuliy 
Vorontsov,  member  of  the  CPSU  Central  Committee  and  USSR  first  deputy  foreign 
minister,  and  Allessandro  Natta,  general  secretary  of  the  Italian  Communist 
Party,  who  was  Informed  of  the  Soviet  position  and  the  situation  of  the 
Soviet-American  talks  in  Geneva  on  nuclear  and  space  weapons. 

A.  Natta  pointed  out  that  the  ICP  stood  for  the  immediate  signing  of  an  agree¬ 
ment  on  medium-range  missiles  in  Europe  as  the  first  step  to  eliminating 
nuclear  weapons. 

Meets  Andreotti 

LD120219  Moscow  Television  Service  in  Russian  1535  GMT  11  May  87 
[From  the  "Novosti"  newscast] 

[Text]  Italian  Foreign  Affairs  Minister  Andreotti  today  received  Comrade  Vorontsov, 
first  deputy  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  the  USSR,  who  has  arrived  in  Rome.  On  the 
instruction  of  the  Soviet  leadership.  Comrade  Vorontsov  briefed  him  on  the  USSR's 
position  and  the  state  of  affairs  at  the  Soviet-U.S.  talks  on  nuclear  and  space  weapons 
at  Geneva.  During  the  conversation,  the  Italian  side's  attention  was  drawn  to  Mikhail 
Sergeyevich  Gorbachev's  latest  proposals  on  eliminating  medium-range  missiles  and 
operational  and  tactical  weapons  in  Europe.  Andreotti  stressed  that  the  historical 
opportunity  to  begin  eliminating  nuclear  weapons  must  not  be  lost. 


Meets  Fanfani 

LD121856  Moscow  Domestic  Service  in  Russian  1830  GMT  12  May  87  , 

[Text]  Fanfani,  chairman  of  the  Italian  cAuncil  of  Ministers,  has  received  Vorontsov, 
USSR  first  deputy  minister  of  foreign  affairs,  who  is  in  the  Italian  capital.  During  a 
conversation,  the  head  of  the  Italian  Government  was  informed  of  the  Soviet  position 
and  the  state  of  affairs  at  the  Soviet-U.S.  talks  on  nuclear  and  space  weapons  in 
Geneva.  The  main  focus  of ,  attention  in  the  conversation  was  the  possibility  of 
achieving  an  accord  on  the  elimination  of  medium-range  nuclear  missiles  in  Europe, 
which  has  emerged. 
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Further  Details 


AU130911  Rome  ANSA  In  English  0846  GMT  13  May  87 


[Text]  (ANSA)  Rome  -  The  Soviet  Union  and  the  United  States  could  reach  an  agreement 
for  the  dismantlement  of  their  medium-range  nuclear  missiles  in  Europe  by  the  eiu  o 
September  and  the  nuclear  war-heads  deployed  on  them  could  be  destroyed  by  the  year  s 
end,  according  to  Soviet  Deputy  Foreign  Minister  Yuliy  Vorontsov. 

Addressing  a  press  conference  here  after  meeting  Italian  Prime  Minister  Amintore 
Fanfani  and  Foreign  Minister  Giulio  Andreotti,  he  said  the  war-heads  should  be 
destroyed  "where  they  are  now,  in  other  words,  before  all  European  public  opinion  . 

"It  would  be  an  event  of  historical  importance  and  a  very  important  step  towards 
(total)  nuclear  disarmament",  he  added  as  he  repeated  the  Soviet  offer  for  a  zero 
option"  on  short-range  missiles,  too. 

Short-range  missiles  are  classified  as  those  with  a  flight  range  of  from  500  to  1,000 
kilometers.  Medium-range  or  intermediate  missiles  cover  from  1,000  to^  5  000 
kilometers.  When  the  range  is  above  5,000  kilometers,  the  missiles  are  classified  as 

strategic . 

According  to  Vorontsov,  the  Soviet  Union  is  also  ready  to  start  negotiations  on 
conventional  arms,  but  "The  West  seems  to  have  no  hurry  in  getting  the  talks  going  . 
He  denied  alleged  Soviet  superiority  in  conventional  arms. 

Vorontsov  added  that  a  U.S.  proposal  for  a  50-percent  reduction  in  strategic  nuclear 
weapons  was  "not  bad  at  all",  but  he  argued  that  it  leaves  out  the  fundamenUil  problem 
of  space  weapons  as  planned  in  the^  Reagan  administration's  Strategic  Defense 
Initiative,  otherwise  known  as  "Star  Wars". 

"An  agreement  to  eliminate  half  the  strategic  nuclear  arms  should  be  accompanied  by  a 
Soviet  and  American  commitment  not  to  put  arms  into  space'  ,  he 

Moscow  is  studying  the  U.S.  proposal  and  will  make  a  "more  balanced  counter-proposal. 

According  to  Vorontsov,  once  the  two  superpowers'  strategic  arsenals  were  eliminated, 
ta^kf  couir  start  with  countries  like  France  and  Britain  on  their  "^tional  nuclear 
forces.  Asked  about  the  prospects  for  a  joint  European  defense  force,  ^ 

p^e^rr  not  to  comment  while  waiting  to  see  what  this  could  mean 

NATO.  But  he  said  the  Soviet  Union  is  waiting  "anxiously"  for  a  West  Europea  p  y 
the  Soviet-American  "zero  option"  proposals  on  intermediate-range  missiles. 

"We  should  like  to  see  a  responsible  attitude  in  Western  Europe",  he  said. 

moves  are  started  within  the  Atlantic  alliance,  the  missiles  will  stay  where  they  a  . 

"The  situation  is  paradoxical",  Vorontsov  added.  "It  seems  as  though  the  Europeans 
like  our  SS20s.  We  are  truly  surprised  by  European  opposition  to  the  zero  option, 
is  as  if  Chernobyl  had  been  forgotten". 

In  other  points,  he  described  the  Italian  position  on  the  nuclear  disarmament  agreement 
teing  <ieb.t.d  W  the  Soviet  Union  end  the  United  Stated  as  '•sersons  and  very 
responsible",  adding  that  Italy  is  "fully  aware  there  is  no  time  to  lose  . 

Apart  from  the  Italian  Government  leaders.  Vorontsov  also  met  the  Varan's  cardinal 
secretary  of  state,  Agostino  Casaroli,  and  Italian  Communist  Party  Secre  a  y, 
Alessandro  Natta. 


/6091 

CSO:  5200/1482 


44 


INTERMEDIATE-RANGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


TASS:  DEPUTY  FOREIGN  MINISTER  GIVES  MESSAGE  TO  SWEDISH  PREMIER 
PM131600  Moscow  PRAVDA  in  Russian  13  May  87  Second  Edition  p  4 


[TASS  report:  "Message  Conveyed"] 

[T,.tl  Stockholm.  12  -  Swedish  Ptl„  Minister  J'  f MiTstS 

Nikiforov  special  representative  of  USSR  Chairman  of  the  Council  _ 

Ryzhkov  and  USSR  deputy  foreign  minister,  who  conveyed  a  message  rom  le  ea 

Soviet  Government. 

1.  carlsson  thanked  him  for  the  luZnf  irva^io" 

["::^\tlerthruShfr'o‘;'Sd^n“1n/^  smon  and  Which  is  in  the 

fundamental  interests  of  both  states  and  peoples. 

The  meeting  discussed  topical  questions  bound  up  with  the  new  Soviet^ 
initiatives  to  eliminate  medium-range  and  operational  and  tactical  missiles 
and  other  proposals  on  problems  of  European  security.  In  this  context  the 
USSR  received  with  satisfaction  the  Swedish  Government  s  positive  evaluation 
of  the  initiatives. 

Certain  questions  of  Soviet-Swedish  relations  of  mutual  interest  ™"f,„tre 

spirit  of  trust  and  mutual  understanding.  I.  Carlsson  \ 

interest  in  maintaining  stable,  good-neighborly  IZu. 

„  .  .  Konofir  nf  the  peoples  of  both  countries,  Europe,  and  the  wnoie  wor  a 

Thr”follo«lng  were  present  during  the  conversation:  On  the  “'f"  ‘’l, 

undersecretary  of  state  at  ^^d ‘rM^tpen'skl"  c“.f  of  a  USSR  Foreig; 

Pankin,  USSR  ambassador  to  the  USSR,  and  im.n.  uspeus,».a.jr , 

Ministry  Department. 

A  detailed  discussion  also  took  place  between  V.H.  Nikiforov  and  Swedish  Foreign 
Minister  S.  Andersson. 
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INTERMEDIATE-RANGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


TASS  CRITICIZES  UK  FOR  ADHERENCE  TO  NUCLEAR  DETERRENCE 

LD112113  Moscow  TASS  in  English  2011  GMT  11  May  87 

[Text]  Moscow  May  11  TASS  ~  By  TASS  News  Analyst  Vladimir  Matyash: 

Thirty  years  ago,  on  May  15,  1957,  Great  Britain  detonated  its  first  H-bomb.  That  move 
came  in  line  with  the  fundamental  principle  of  the  military  strategy  followed  by  NATO 
to  which  Britain  belongs  —  the  principle  of  "nuclear  intimidation"  or  "nuclear 
deterrence." 

Hence,  the  constant  desire  of  NATO  leaders  to  fill  Western  Europe,  Britain  included, 
with  in  creasingly  lethal  types  of  nuclear  armaments  that  pose  a  threat  to 
international  peace  and  security. 

In  the  opinion,  of  the  current  British  Cabinet,  security  can  be  founded  only  on  the 
policy  of  strength,  while  nuclear  weapons  allegedly  prevent  not  only  a  nuclear,  but 
also  a  conventional  war  from  breaking  out  in  Europe  and,  therefore,  a  world  without 
nuclear  weapons  would  be  less  stable  and  more  dangerous  for  all  of  us. 

London  evidently  does  not  realize  to  this  date  the  extent  of  evil  of  the  ideology  atu! 
policy  of  "nuclear  deterrence."  It  is  a  totally  bankrupt  concept,  especially  in  the 
current  situation  when  an  acute  nuclear  threat  looms  dark  over  mankind  and  when  the 
policy  should  be  built  on  realities  and  proceed  from  the  need  for  coexistence  of  the 
countries  of  different  social  systems. 

The  stance  of  the  U.S.S.R.  on  the  concept  of  "nuclear  deterrence"  was  set  forth  in  no 
uncertain  terms  by  Mikhail  Gorbachey  during  his  recent  talks  with  the  British  prime 
minister  in  Moscow. 

We  would  like,  however,  to  make  several  points  on  the  matter. 

pirst,  this  instrument  is  not  failure-proof.  As  time  goes  on  the  risk  of  an  accidental 
outbreak  of  a  nuclear  war  is  becoming  greater.  It  is  a  Bickford  fuse  to  an  explosive 
charge  than  can  destroy  civilisation. 

Secondly,  "deterrence"  is  a  policy  of  blackmail  and  threats,  and  hence,  a  constant 
factor  spurring  the  arms  race  and  bringing  about  bigger  tension. 

Thirdly,  the  logic  of  "deterrence",  that  is,  a  buildup  and  modernization  of  weapons, 
means  the  subordination  of  a  nation's  policy  to  the  interests  of  militarism  with  all 
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the  grave  consequences  both  for  the  well-being  of  the  people  and  for  democracy 
itself. 

It  is  absolutely  clear  that  to  bank  on  nuclear  weapons  as  a  "guardian  and 
guarantor"  of  peace  and  security,  means  to  work  toward  bigger  tension  in 
Europe  and  undermine  international  peace  and  security. 
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INTERMEDIATE-RANGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


PRAVDA  RESPONDS  TO  BBC  ON  ASIAN  NUCLEAR  BUILDUP 

PM121105  Moscow  PRAVDA  in  Russian  9  May  87  Second  Edition  p  5 


["Rejoinder"  by  Ye  Yevgenyev  "BBC  Without  Commentary"] 

[Text]  A  recent  BBC  news  broadcast  "covered"  the  Soviet-U.S.  talks  in  Geneva  in  their 
Asian  aspect,  so  to  speak.  Of  itself  that  is  something  normal.  The  question  of 
eliminating  medium-range  missiles  in  Europe  interests  and^  concerns  everyone  as  a 
possible  first  real  step  toward  a  nuclear-free  world.  But  people  in  the  Far  East, 
the  BBC  announced,  "are  very  much  afraid  that  an  agreement  on  reducing  nuclear  missiles 
in  Europe  will  enable  the  USSR  to  build  up  and  update  its  nuclear  forces  in  Asia. 

Reducing  in  Europe  in  order  to  build  up  in  Asia!  Truly  the  Soviets'  perfidy  has  no 
bounds,  not  even  intercontinental  bounds.  The  BBC  does  not  name  the  source  where  it 
due  up  this  nonsense.  It  also  refrains  from  making  comments  of  its  own.  That  is 
obviously  no  accident.  After  all  even  the  most  benighted  editor  in  that  corporation 
should  know  that  the  agreement  to  eliminate  medium-range  missiles  in  Europe  will,  if  i 
is  reached,  lead  at  the  same  time  to  a  major  reduction  of  armaments  of  this  class  in 

Asia  restricting  it  to  100  warheads  on  each  side,  and  will  open  the  path  to  talks  on 

the  fate  of  the  remaining  medium-range  missiles  and  operational  and  tactical  missiles 
in  this  region.  But  the  BBC  keeps  quiet  about  that.  Just  as  it  keeps  quiet  about  how 
it  is  above  all  the  United  States  that  is  now  engaging  in  building  up  and  modernizing 
nuclear  forces  in  Asia,  stationing  Lance  missiles  in  South  Korea  and  nuclear 
weapon-carrying  aircraft  at  the  Misawa  base  in  Japan. 

Past  masters!  They  have  thundered  into  the  air.  Sown  suspicions.  Put  people  on  their 
guard.  And  then  not  a  word,  they  sidestep  the  issue.  They  are  merely  supplying 

Information,  they  say,  and  you  have  to  decide  for  yourselves.  A  tested  Western  method 

of  obscuring  the  issue.  But  things  are  evidently  in  a  bad  way  for  London  s  opponents 
of  a  nuclear-free  Europe  if  they  are  seeking  nameless  allies  in  such  far  off  places. 
And  that  indeed  is  information  to  be  pondered. 
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INTLW'DiDIATE -RANGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


FRG  GOVERNMENT  RECEIVES  SOVIET  DRAFT  TREATY 

LU041624  Hamburg  UFA  in  German  1406  GMT  4  May  87 

[Excerpts]  Bonn  (DPA)  —  The  Soviet  draft  treaty  for  the  zero 
option  on  intermediate-range  missiles  with  a  range  of 
1 ,000-5,500  km  (LRINF)  [long-range  INF]  has  been  sent  to  the 
Federal  Government  today.  Government  spokesman  Friedhelm 
Ost  confirmed  that  the  text  was  placed  at  their  dispoal  by  the 
American  side. 

At  the  same  time  Western  diplomats  in  Bonn  were  stressing  the 
American  inclination  toward  accepting  the  zero  option,  not  only 
for  these  weapons  systems,  but  also  for  intermediate-range  mis¬ 
siles  with  a  shorter  range  (SRINF)  [short-range  INF]  of 
500-1,000  km.  With  the  background  of  confusing  differences  of 
opinion  between  the  FDP  on  the  one  side  and  spokesman  for  the 
CDU /CSU  parliamentary  groups  on  the  other,  diplomats  who 
are  regarded  as  authoritative  stated  that  they  were  hoping  for 
European  unity  on  this  question,  [passage  omitted] 

Besides  the  Soviet  draft  treaty  on  intermediate-range  missiles 
’  with  a  range  of  1 ,000-5,500  km,  the  Federal  Government  has  also 

received  the  version  of  the  verbal  Soviet  offers  on  extending  the 
zero  option  to  missiles  with  a  range  of  500-1,000  km.  Moscow 
has  supposedly  not  yet  expressed  itself  in  writing  on  this.  On  this 
Western  diplomats  are  of  the  opinion  that  some  Soviet  positions 
were  capable  of  being  negotiated.  Among  these  may  also  be  the 
demand  that  the  72  old  Perishing-IA  missiles  belonging  to  the 
Bundeswehr  should  be  included  in  a  zero  option  because  the 
nuclear  warheads  that  belong  to  them  arc  under  American 
control. 

Federal  Chancellor  Helmut  Kohl  will  take  a  position  on  the 
question  of  missiles  in  a  government  statement  this  Thursday.  It 
is  expected  in  Bonn  that  in  this  Kohl  will  announce  a  framework 
for  possible  later  decisions  but  will  not  yet  announce  any  final 
position.  Diplomatic  circles  say  that  this  could  not  be  made  until 
after  further  European  coordination.  Kohl  had  said  on  Sunday 
in  Strasbourg  that  he  thought  European  agreement  would  be 
possible  by  the  end  of  the  month. 
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IN'IEWIEDIATE-RANGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


FRG'S  GENSCHER,  USSR'S  VORONTSOV  DISCUSS  DISARMAMENT 

'Serious'  Examination 
LD061614  Hamburg  DPA  in  German  1423  GMT  6  May  87 


(Text]  Bonn  (DPA)  —  Federal  Foreign  Minister  Hans-Dietrich 
Genscher  today  again  gave  an  assurance  that  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  was  examining  the  disarmament  drafts  put  forth  by  the 
Soviet  Union  “seriously”.  Following  a  1  W-hour  talk  with  Soviet 
First  Deputy  Foreign  Minister  Yuliy  Vorontsov,  the  Foreign 
Ministryannounced  that  both  sides  were  “interested  in  improving 
relations.” 


Vorontsov,  the  chief  Soviet  negotiator  in  Geneva,  came  to  Bonn 
24  hours  before  the  start  of  the  missile  debate  in  the  Bundestag 
to  brief  the  Federal  Government  on  the  latest  state  of  the 
negotiations  from  the  Soviet  point  of  view.  Vorontsov  stressed  the 
Soviet  interest  in  “early  results  in  all  areas  that  are  the  subject 
of  the  disarmament  negotiations.” 


In  the  talk,  Genscher  said  that  the  Federal  Government  would 
bring  the  results  of  the  promised  “serious  examination”  into  its 
consultations  with  the  allies.  The  examination  encompassed  both 
the  existing  written  draft  treaty  for  a  zero  option  for  long-range 
INF  missiles  (over  1,000  km)  and  the  verbal  explanations  of  a 
further  zero  option  for  intermediate-range  missiles  with  a  range 
of  between  500  and  1,000  km. 


Genscher  placed  great  value  on  the  statement  that  progress  must 
be  made  both  in  the  negotiations  on  chemical  weapons  and  in  the 
talks  on  a  mandate  for  new  Vienna  negotiations  on  conventional 
stability  in  Europe.  Regarding  the  Soviet  response,  the  Foreign 
Ministry  merely  said  that  the  Soviet  guest  had  pointed  to  the 
interest  already  publicly  expressed  by  his  country  on  this  topic. 


Vorontsov  on  Status  of  Geneva  Talks 
LD06I833  Hamburg  DPA  in  German  1729  GMT  6  May  87 

[Text]  Bonn  (DPA) — According  to  Yuliy  Vorontsov,  chief  Soviet 
negotiator  in  Geneva,  the  long-range  INF  missiles  are  the  Soviet 
Union’s  main  goal  in  the  search  for  zero  options. 
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On  the  day  before  the  Bundestag  debate  on  the  intermediate- 
range  issue,  Vorontsov  said  that  the  aspect  of  verification  in  an 
agreement  on  these  missiles  with  a  range  of  over  1,000  km  is  still 
to  be  negotiated,  but  could  be  ready  by  October  at  the  latest.  He 
also  said  that  if  during  this  stage  the  zero  option  for  short-range 
INF  missiles  with  a  range  of  between  500  and  1,000  km  —  the 
subject  of  such  intense  controversy  in  Bonn  —  were  attained, 
“then  that  would  please  us,”  but  it  is  by  no  means  a  condition. 
Vorontsov  made  it  clear  that  Moscow  expects  to  be  able  to  reach 
agreement  later  with  the  other  superpower,  the  United  States. 

Earlier,  Vorontsov  briefed  Federal  Foreign  Minister  Hans- 
Dietrich  Genscher  and  Horst  Teltschik,  the  chancellor’s  adviser, 
on  the  status  of  the  Geneva  negotiations. 


Vorontsov  Holds  News  Conference 
LD0620Q4  Hamburg  DP  A  in  German  1803  GMT  6  May  87 

[Excerpts]  Bonn  (DP A)  —  According  to  Yuliy  Vorontsov,  chief 
Soviet  negotiator  at  the  disarmament  negotiations  in  Geneva,  the 
Soviet  Government  is  “firmly  convinced”  that  it  will  be  able  to 
sign  a  treaty  with  the  United  States  on  a  zero-option  for  long- 
range  INF  missiles  this  year. 

Vorontsov,  who  is  also  first  deputy  foreign  minister  of  the  USSR, 
said  at  a  news  conference  in  Bonn  today  that  for  his  government 
the  zero  option  for  the  long-range  INF  systems  is  the  “main 
goal.”  If  they  succeed  at  the  same  time  in  negotiating  a  zero 
solution  for  the  short-range  INF  missiles  “this  would  please  us.” 
But  it  is  in  no  way  a  condition,  [passage  omitted] 

Vorontsov  returned  to  Geneva  this  evening  and,  with  the  remark 
to  the  Bonn  correspondents  that  he  had  briefed  them  to  the  same 
extent  as  he  had  his  official  partners  in  the  talks,  left  behind  an 
impression  of  unusual  openness. 

The  two  draft  treaties  of  the  superpowers  in  Geneva  on  the 
long-range  INF  option  lie  close  together  “and  can  also  be  fully 
coordinated,”  Vorontsov  said.  He  gave  examples  of  the  still  open 
verification  questions.  The  Americans  believe  that  verification  of 
a  halt  to  production  and  its  continued  observance  is  adequate 
from  “outside  the  factory  gate.”  The  Soviets  want  verification  in 
the  factories. 

Moscow  wants  to  make  the  scrapping  a  media  event.  Vorontsov 
announced  invitations  to  the  Bonn  correspondents  for  early  1988 
to  watch  the  scrapping  of  the  SS-20  missiles,  because  “the  world 
has  not  yet  experienced  the  start  of  the  destruction  of  nuclear 
weapons.” 

In  the  case  of  the  old  “German”  Pershings,  the  Soviets  arc  only 
interested  in  the  nuclear  warheads.  Vorontsov  made  it  clear  that 
the  nuclear  arming  comes  under  U.S.  great  power  responsibility 
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and  is  thus  also  part  of  what  is  bein^  negotiated  on  in  Geneva.  The  72  type 
lA  rockets  and  their  launch  ramps,  which  are  in  the  possession  of  the  Bundes- 
wehr,  are,  like  any  possible  conventional  warheads,  of  no  interest  to  Moscow, 
he  said , 

The  Soviet  chief  negotiator,  one  of  Ifoscow's  most  respected  diplomats,  also 
0xpressed  the  opinion  that  it  would  be  possible  to  sign  the  long-range  INP 
zQvo  option,  under  which  100  missiles  would  remain  on  each  side  outside 
Europe,  by  September,  or  October  at  ttie  latest.  The  U.S.  side  also  believes 
this:  autumn  is  the  latest  for  achieving  ratification  by  summer  1988,  because 
otherwise  the  U.S.  presidential  election  campaign  and  the  installation  of  a 
new  government  in  1989  would  postpone  disarmament  by  at  least  2  years.  The 
Soviet  diplomat  thus  agrees  v/itli  the  timescale  generally  accepted  in  the  West. 

Vorontsov  reaffirmed  Moscow's  interest  in  conventional  disarmament  and  ac¬ 
cused  the  West  of  negotiating  too  hesitantly  in  Vienna  on  a  mandate  for  this. 
On  the  long-range  INF  zero  option  the  chief  negotiator  said  tliat  the  principal 
clauses  of  the  treaty  have  been  in  existence  since  the  Soviet-U.S.  summit  in 
Reykjavik  in  October  1906,  In  Geneva  it  is  only  a  matter  of  filling  them  in 
technically, 

UThen  the  question  of  an  agreement  on  the  short-range  INF  comes  up  he  hopes 
that  the  Federal  Government's  final  stance  will  be  ’put  forth  vjith  one  voice, 
here,  however,  he  also  made  clear  Moscov/'s  opinion  that  the  tvio  superpowers 
could  find  a  basis  for  understanding  relatively  easily .  Here  the  same  scheme 
could  be  applied  as  in  the  long-range  INF  sphere,  with  a  remaining  stock  of 
missiles  with  equal,  global  upper  limits. 
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INTERI'IEDIATE-RANGE  EUCLEAR  FORCES 


KOHL  >fAKES  GOVERl®'TENT  STATEMENT  ON  MISSILES 
LD070345  liamburg  DPA  in  German  0713  GMT  7  May  87 

[Text]  Bonn  (DPA) —Federal  Chancellor  Helmut  Kohl  is  making  a  decision  by  the 
Federal  Government  on  the  Soviet  proposal  for  a  zero  option  in  the  field  of 
short-range  intermediate-range  missiles  dependent  on  the  presentation  of  a 
treaty  text.  In  a  government  stateraent,  described  as  an  interim  report,  on 
the  state  of  the  Geneva  talks.  Kohl  said  in  the  Bundestag  today  that  there 
are  differences  between  Soviet  statements  in  Moscow  and  Geneva  and  the  ex¬ 
planations  given  to  the  Federal  Government  the  day  before  in  Bonn.  "That 
shov;s  the  justification  of  the  Federal  Government's  desire  that  the  Soviet 
Union  should  explain  its  position  on  this  in  \<nriting  as  well.” 

The  Soviet  Union's  Geneva  proposal  goes  beyond  the  framework  of  the  negoti¬ 
ations  because  it  calls  for  the  inclusion  of  the  Pershing-IA  rockets  which  are 
witii  the  FRG  Armed  Forces  whereas  an  intermediate -range  [missile]  agreement 
was  to  include  only  U.S.  and  Soviet  carriers  and  launchers  but  not  the  sys¬ 
tems  of  third  parties. 

The  chancellor  emphasized  that  fundamental  decisions  of  arms  control  policy 
cannot  be  taken  on  the  basis  of  '‘mere  verbal  explanations  since  the  final 
meaning  of  which  is  not  certain.”  "We  cannot  make  decisions  on  future  policy 
in  the  central  field  of  our  security  on  the  basis  of  merely  agency  reports." 

The  chancellor  expressed  at  the  same  time  his  support  for  a  Soviet-U.S.  agree¬ 
ment  on  a  global  zero  solution  for  long-range  intermediate-range  missiles.  The 
conclusion  of  such  a  treaty  is  still  possible  this  year  aiid  is  thoroughly 
welcomed  by  the  Federal  Government.  A  zero  solution  restricted  only  to  Hirope 
and  not  active  globally  for  this  category  of  weapons  would  make  verification 
more  difficult  in  Kohl's  view. 

Kohl,  who  thus  supports  separate  agreements  for  the  reduction  of  long-  and 
short-range  intermediate-range  missiles,  said  that  the  Soviet  Union  as  well  has 
verbally  made  such  a  proposal  in  Geneva.  The  chancellor  said  that  the  Soviet 
proposals  will  have  to  be  examined  carefully.  The  draft  treaty  for  missiles 
with  a  range  over  1,000  km  wiilch  had  been  presented  is  being  assessed  'with 
care  and  responsibility.' 
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Kohl  pointed  out  that  even  following  a  zero  solution  for  the 
long-ranger  missiles  there  still  remains  in  existence  dangerous 
potentials  with  the  short-range  nuclear  weapons,  as  well  as  with 
chemical  and  conventional  weapons.  They  pose  a  particular 
threat  to  the  FRG  and  to  the  allied  forces  stationed  there. 

The  chancellor  forcefully  expressed  the  view  that  Europe  should 
“finally  speak  with  one  voice”.  This  is  also  the  aim  of  the  Federal 
Government’s  consultations.  On  questions  of  disarmament  and 
arms  control  there  must  be  steady  progress  and  it  should  be 
ensured  that  the  momentum  is  maintained,  the  process  contin¬ 
ued,  and  serious  arms  imbalances  removed. 


Kohl  defended  the  present  position  of  his  government  which  has 
avoided  fixing  a  position.  The  opposition  has  fought  this  “consis¬ 
tent  course”  with  “violent  propaganda”  and  has  accompanied  it 
with  “dark  predictions”.  The  Federal  Government  has  been  the 
subject  of  “irrational  and  emotional  hostility  and  is  confronted 
with  calls  to  breach  the  alliance  and  with  anti-American  mobili¬ 
zation.”  But  many  critics  of  government  policy  have  made  the 
most  serious  errors  in  their  assessment  of  the  interests  and  the 
flexibility  of  the  Soviet  Union. 


If  the  government  had  followed  the  “hasty  advice  of  the  opposi¬ 
tion”  it  would  have  been  in  an  “irresponsibly  worse  position 
today”.  Kohl  said.  The  decisive  things  at  the  negotiating  table 
are  perseverance  and  the  consistency  of  one’s  own  interests. 
Unilateral  concessions  would  be  pocketed  without  anything  in 
return. 

Kohl  underscored  that  the  preservation  of  peace  in  freedom  is  the 
foremost  goal  of  the  Federal  Government’s  security  policy.  What 
is  at  stake  here  is  to  prevent  war  of  every  kind,  both  nuclear  and. 
conventional.  This  is  served  by  NATO’s  deterrent  strategy,to 
which  there  is  at  present  no  alternative.  The  chancellor  stressed 
that  for  the  effectiveness  and  credibility  of  that  strategy  there 
must  continue  to  be  nuclear  and  conventional  forces  in  a  balanced 
relationship.  “For  that  reason  our  alliance  cannot  completely 
renounce  nuclear  weapons  for  the  foreseeable  future.” 

The  government  however  still  seeks  disarmament  and  arms 
control.  It  wants  to  create  peace  with  ever  fewer  weapons.  “We 
are  striving  for  arms  control  agreements  which  ensure  enhanced 
security  for  all  parties  at  as  low  and  balanced  a  level  of  forces  as 
possible.”  There  must  be  no  zones  of  lesser  security. 


Any  other  action  by  the  Federal  Government  than  close  examination  is  irrespon¬ 
sible,  the  foreign  minister  said.  He  also  pointed  out  that  the  chief  Soviet 
negotiator  in  Geneva,  Yuliy  Vorontsov,  had  signaled  a  clear  readiness  to 
negotiate  on  all  elements  during  his  visit  to  Bonn  Wednesday. 

In  this  connection  the  foreign  minister  defended  the  policy  of  detente,  which 
had  as  a  characteristic  not  trying  to  achieve  superiority.  The  zero  option 
for  long-range  intermediate  missiles,  which  is  "within  reach,"  is  one  of  many 
encouraging  signs  in  disarmament  and  security  policy  and  must  be  praised  as 
the  particular  snccess  of  German  disarmament  policy,  Genscher  spoke  of  his 
regret  about  differences  of  opinion  within  the  alliance  and  mentioned  the 
continuing  efforts  by  the  Federal  Government  to  bring  about  a  unified  position. 
The  differences  in  opinion  where  not  caused  by  the  Federal  Government, 

Genscher  expects  positive  Influence  on  the  overall  field  of  East-West  policy 
from  the  disarmament  developments  which  are  beginning.  The  policy  of  openness 
now  being  put  into  practice  by  Moscow  is  in  the  particular  interest  of  the 
Germans,  But  therefore  "we  also  have  to  be  ready  to  accept  the  word  of  the 
other  side." 

Kohl  referred  to  the  military  potential  of  the  Soviet  Union  and  the  V.'arsaw 
Pact  and  said  he  thinks  it  is  far  superior  to  that  of  the  United  States  and 
the  Western  alliance.  The  East  has  geographic  and  geostrategic  advantages. 
According  to  the  Soviet  Union’s  military  doctrine,  military  conflicts  would 
not  be  carried  out  on  its  own  territory,  but  on  the  enemy's  territory. 

"All  this  points  objectively  to  an  invasion  capability  by  the  Warsaw  Pact 
with  regard  to  Western  Europe,  while  our  forces  are  not  suited  to  offensives 
and  operations  to  seize  territory  in  terms  of  directives,  size,  and  structure. 
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The  chancellor  "ave  a  positive  assessment  of  the  policy  of  the  Soviet  Govern¬ 
ment  under  General  Secretary  ffikhail  Gorbachev.  Gorbachev's  political  Course 
is  being  follov/ed  'Vith  interest  and  sympathy.'"  On  the  basis  of  a  secure 
defense  capability  the  Federal  Government  is  striving  for  comprehensive  co- 
opci'ation  with  the  Soviet  Union  and  its  allies.  This  applies  also  to  the  sphere 
of  disarmament  and  arms  control. 

Kohl  referred  to  a  series  of  German- Soviet  agreements  which  were  signed  re¬ 
cently.  Further  bilateral  visits  and  accords  have  been  agreed.  In  this 
connection  Kohl  welcomed  the  visit  to  the  FRG  by  Bulgarian  head  of  state 
Todor  Zhivkov  on  2  June.  This  underlines  that  relations  with  other  Warsaw 
Pact  states  are  on  the  right  track. 
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INTLFJ-'EDIATE-RANGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


frg's  genscher  urges  support  for  east-west  openness 
LU031231  Hamburg  UPA  in  German  1026  GMT  3  May  87 


[Excerpt]  Bonn  (DPA)  —  Speaking  against  the  background  of  the 
domestic  controversy  about  the  zero  option  for  intermediate- 
range  nuclear  missiles,  West  German  Foreign  Minister  Hans- 
Dietrich  Genscher  (FDP)  has  urged  that  CPSU  General 
Secretary  Mikhail  Gorbachev  be  “taken  at  his  word.’  At  the 
opening  of  the  33d  German-Amaerican  Friendship  Week  in 
Ansbach,  Genscher  also  called  on  Europeans  to  maintain  their 
solidarity  with  the  United  States.  U.S.  President  Ronald  Reagan 
and  his  secretary  of  state,  George  Shultz,  had  already  made  it 
clear  that  they  could  accept  Gorbachev’s  proposal  for  a  zero 
option  for  intermediate-range  missiles,  not  only  of  longer  but  also 
of  shorter-range  missiles  (500  to  1,000  km). 


Despite  the  continuing  differences  in  values.  West  and  East  are 
demanding  cooperation  and  not  confrontation.  A  Soviet  Union 
opening  up  internally  to  outside  is  a  better  partner  for  the  West 
than  a  Soviet  Union  which  has  shut  itself  off  and  indurate,  said 
the  foreign  minister,  without  speaking  in  concrete  terms  about 
the  rejection  of  an  expanded  zero  option  by  leading  union  politi¬ 
cians.  Better  East-West  relations  are  in  the  common  interest  of 
the  West.  If  possibilities  for  a  turn  to  the  better  loom,  as  at  the 
Gorbachev-Reagan  meeting  in  Reykjavik,  then  it  is  first  of  all  a 
matter  for  the  Europeans  “to  contribute  to  a  constructive  devel¬ 
opment  through  far-sighted  and  realistic  plans  for  the  future”. 
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IUTLia'>EUIATE-IlA.NGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


FRC:  FDP'S  BANCEMANN  EXPRESSES  SUPPORT  FOR  ZERO  OPTION 

FUP  Chairman's  Support 

LU011344  Hamburg  DPA  in  German  1236  GMT  1  May  87 

[Text]  Neumuenster  (DPA)  —  FDP  Chairman  Martin  Ban- 
gemann  has  spoken  out  in  support  of  the  zero  option  in  INF 
missiles.  He  was  speaking  at  a  congress  of  the  Schleswig-Holstein 
FDP.  Bangemann  said  in  Neumuenster  on  Friday  that  even 
during  the  discussion  about  the  NATO  two-track  decision  his 
party  had  urged  the  elimination  of  intermediate-range  missiles. 
It  was  still  serious  about  this  today.  The  FDP  knew  that  the 
conventional  superiority  of  the  Soviet  Union  could  become  a 
threat.  Precautions  must  be  taken  against  this,  but  progress  in 
the  disarmament  debate  must  not  be  “hindered”  by  new  factors. 
If  it  turned  out  that  Moscow  was  not  serious  about  conventional 
disarmament,  “we  can  still  reach  new  solutions.” 


Bangemann  Views  Total  Disarmament 

LU031222  Hamburg  DPA  in  German  0855  GMT  3  May  87 

[Text]  Hamburg  (DPA)  —  In  the  controversy  about  a  joint 
response  from  the  FRG  to  the  Soviet  offer  to  reduce  nuclear 
intermediate-range  missiles  in  Europe,  Martin  Bangenaann,^  the 
FDP  leader,  does  not  expect  a  quarrel  within  the  coalition.  “We 
aren’t  having  a  row  in  the  coalition,  and  furthermore  we  don  t 
need  to  have  one,”  the  Federal  economics  minister  said  today  in 
an  interview  with  Sueddeutscher  Rundfunk/South  German 
Radio. 

The  CDU/CSU  disarmament  experts  had,  he  said,  made  it  clear 
again  and  again  that  they  too  favored  a  zero  option  for  shorter- 
range  missiles  as  well.  The  decisive  point,  according  to  Ban¬ 
gemann,  was  “in  the  event  of  this  zero  option,  how  do  we  bring 
about  a  further  set  of  disarmament  talks  concerning  reduction  of 
conventional  forces  on  the  Soviet  side,  and  what  should  the 
formula  look  like  by  which  we  introduce  this  intention  of  ours 
into  the  first  agreement  on  the  elimination  of  intermediate-range 
missiles.” 
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Urges  Coalition  Unity 

LU041245  Hamburg  UFA  in  German  1112  GMT  4  May  87 


[Text]  Mainz  (DPA)  —  In  the  words  of  its  federal  chairman, 
Martin  Bangemann,  the  FDP  intends  to  discuss  the  Soviet  disar¬ 
mament  proposals  “in  with  calm  and  order”  with  the  coalition 
partners.  There  must  be  no  coalition  policy  row  on  this,  Ban¬ 
gemann  said  after  a  presidium  session  of  his  party  today  while 
speaking  to  journalists  in  Mainz.  Federal  Foreign  Minister  Hans- 
Dietrich  Genscher’s  viewpoint  is  completely  right.  There  are  not 
even  any  differences  in  detail  between  the  individual  FDP  Presid¬ 
ium  members. 


Bangemann  said  that  in  the  event  of  a  zero  solution  the  conven¬ 
tional  predominance  of  the  USSR  will  have  greater  effect.  This 
was  why  disarmament  efforts  in  this  area,  together  with  a 
worldwide  proscription  of  chemical  weapons,  is  necessary.  The 
disarmament  process  must  be  carried  out  in  stages.  The  change¬ 
over  will  take  years.  The  passage  of  time  offers  the  guarantee 

that  "we  retain  control," 
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INTEW-IEDIATE-RANGE  IRJCLEAR  FORCES 


FRG:  BILD  INTERVIEW  WITH  STRAUSS  ON  DISARMAMENT 
DW041355  Hamburg  BILD  in  German  2  May  87  pp  1,  3 


(Interview  with  CSU  Chairman  Franz  Josef  Strauss  by  Hans- 
Erich  Bilges;  date  and  place  not  given] 

[Text]  for  the  first  time,  CSU  leader  Strauss  has  involved  himself 
in  the  debate  about  Gorbachev’s  disarmament  proposals.  In  an 
interview  with  BILD,  he  sharply  rejects  the  zero  solution  for  all 
intermediate-range  missiles  in  Europe.  He  states;  “It  is  about 
time  to  create  a  common  European  nuclear  weapons  potential. 
The  British-French  talks  on  the  issue  could  be  a  beginning.” 

Bild:  Should  all  intermediate-range  missiles  be  removed? 

Strauss:  It  is  correct  that  the  total  dismentling  of  longer  and 
shorter  range  intermediate-range  missiles  would  free  Europe 
from  the  threat  of  the  Soviet  SS-20  and  SS-4  as  well  as  SS- 1 2/22 
and  SS-23  missiles.  However,  the  FRG  would  still  be  threatened 
by  Soviet  short-range  missiles  with  a  range  of  up  to  1,000  km 
{Bild  footnote;  Other  politicians  refer  to  short-range  missiles  as 
missiles  having  a  range  not  exceeding  500  km).  In  addition,  the 
Warsaw  Pact  is  still  considerably  superior  in  conventional  weap¬ 
ons. 

That  is  why  our  position  can  only  be  that  there  must  be  no  zero 
solution  for  intermediate-range  missiles.  The  Soviet  short-range 
potential  must  be  reduced.  There  must  be  no  pure  zero  solution 
as  long  as  the  Warsaw  Pact  is  superior  in  short-range  missiles 


and  conventional  weapons. 

To  begin  with,  a  balance  of  strength  must  be  created.  We  must 
not  voluntarily  become  defenseless,  because  Gorbachev  has  not 
abandoned  the  Soviet  Union’s  world  revolutionary,  geostrategic 
goals. 

Bild:  Would  the  Federal  Republic’s  security  be  jeopardized? 

Strauss;  Yes,  it  would,  if  no  balance  were  achieved,  as  I 
described  earlier.  In  other  words,  if  no  double  zero  option  were 
to  be  achieved,  in  view  of  the  considerable  Soviet  superiority  in 
short-range  missiles  and  conventional  weapons.  Increasing  the 
number  of  Bundeswehr  divisions  from  12  to  18,  as  suggested  by 
Helmut  Schmidt,  would  be  impossible  for  several  reasons,  rang¬ 
ing  from  the  numerical  strength  (650,000  troops)  and  the  finan¬ 
cial  burden  involved,  to  political  psychological  problems. 

Bild:  Should  Europe  cooperate  more  closely? 

Strauss:  I  have  always  advocated  strengthening  the  European 
pillar  of  NATO.  But  that  should  not  lead  us  to  pull  away  from 
the  United  States.  We  Europeans  do  not  have  as  much  room  as 
the  United  States  has.  Yet,  the  fact  that  320  million  Europeans 
are  unable  to  set  up  a  military  defense,  which  alone  would 
constitute  an  effective  deterrent  or  war-preventing  potential 
against  200  million  Russians,  in  my  view  is  a  sign  of  weakness. 
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INTLIil-IEDIATE-RANGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


FRC:  SPD'S  SCHMIDT  OUTLINES  VIEWS  ON  DISARMAMENT 

LD061248  Hamburg  DPA  in  German  1126  GMT  6  May  87 

[Text]  Hamburg  (DPA)— In  the  opinion  of  former  SPD  Federal  Chancellor  Helmut 
Sclmiidt.  a  bilateral  zero  solution  in  INF  weapons  would  be  "the  first  step  to 
real  disarmament"  since  the  end  of  World  War  II.  "Germans  in  West  and  East 
are  bound  to  be  deeply  perturbed  and  concerned  if  the  zero  solution  does  not 
succeed,"  Sclimidt  writes  in  the  latest  edition  of  the  weekly  paper  DIE  ZEIT, 
of  which  he  is  coeditor. 

Sclimidt  does  not  share  the  fear  that  in  the  absence  of  short-range  INF  mis¬ 
siles  the  West  would  be  dangerously  at  risk  from  a  superiority  in  the  con¬ 
ventional  forces  of  the  East.  The  extent  of  the  present  Soviet  superiority 
is  "generally  exaggerated,"  he  writes.  Moreover,  the  West  would  be  left 
with  nuclear  artillery,  nuclear-equipped  combat  aircraft,  and  other  nuclear 
weapons.  As  defense  minister  he  has  seen  the  "military  capability  of  the 
Bundeswehr  for  himself,  Schmidt  urged  the  integration  of  the  French,  German, 
and  Benelux  armed  forces  in  order  to  raise  the  level  of  deference , 


The  former  federal  chancellor  regards  the  USSR's  readiness  for  a  zero  solution 
as  a  result  of  NATO  counterarmament  with  U.S.  intermediate -range  nuclear  mis¬ 
siles  in  Western  Europe.  "If  a  bilateral  renunciation  of  INF  missiles  in 
Europe  is  achieved,  this  would  be  a  great,  albeit  belated,  personal  triumph 
for  me."  the  SPD  politician  writes.  In  this  he  underlines  his  shared  respon¬ 


sibility  for  the  NATO  dual-track  decision  in  1979.  Since  1980 
he  has  urged  a  bilateral  zero  option  “on  his  own  initiative”  on 
several  occasions.  As  a  result  of  the  NATO  dual-track  decision, 
stipulating  that  there  should  only  be  counterarmament  if  the 
USSR  is  not  prepared  for  negotiations  on  the  withdrawal  of  its 
SS-20  INF  missiles  within  4  years,  the  zero  option  has  been  a 
Western  proposal  right  from  the  start,  Schmidt  stresses.  Soviet 
party  leader  Mikhail  Gorbachev  is  now  evidently  also  prepar^ 
to  accept  the  zero  option  for  short-range  INF  missiles.  We 
should  take  him  at  his  word.” 
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Schmidt  believes  the  reason  for  Gorbachev’s  and  Reagan’s 
readiness  to  agree  on  a  zero  option  lies  in  the  two  politicians 
desire  for  foreign  policy  successes  and  economic  problems.  I  he 
USSR  spends  about  12-14%  of  its  GNP  on  defense  each  year  — 
2  times  as  much  as  the  United  States,  4  times  as  much  as  the 
West  Europeans,  and  1 2  times  as  much  as  the  Japanese.  Owein^g 
to  loss  of  prestige  on  the  domestic  policy  front,  Reagan  also  needs 
“a  convincing  success  urgently,”  which  he  cannot  expect  m  the 
economic  field  “due  to  the  catastrophic  U.S.  budget  deficit, 
Schmidt  concludes. 


60 


INTiay'lEDlATE^RANGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


FRG  COALITION  PARTIES  DIFFER  ON  SOVIET  PROPOSAL 
LD061001  Hamburg  DPA  in  German  1501  GMT  6  Nay  87 


[Excerpt]  Bonn  (DPA) — The  Federal  Government  and  the  Bonn 
coalition  parties  will  enter  a  Bundestag  debate  tomorrow  with 
what  are  basically  different  positions  on  the  Soviet  proposal  for 
a  double  zero  option  for  intermediate-range  missiles  in  Europe. 
A  “missile  summit”  with  Federal  Chancellor  Helmut  Kohl 
today,  in  which  party  chairmen  Franz  Josef  Struss  (CSU)  and 
Martin  Bangemann  (FDP),  Foreign  Minister  Hans-Dietrich 
Genschcer,  and  Defense  Minister  Manfred  Woerner  took  part, 
brought  them  no  closer  together.  Following  the  meeting  in  the 
Chancellor’s  Office  it  was  said  that  the  known  standpoints  were 
stated  “fairly  rigid.” 

The  FDP  has  a  positive  attitude  toward  Mikhail  Gorbachev’s 
proposal  for  complete  disarmament  of  both  the  long-range  INF 
(more  than  1,000  km)  and  the  short-range  missiles  (500-1,000 
km)  —  the  proposal  that  has  also  been  positively  received  in  the 
United  States.  The  CDU /CSU,  however,  is  initially  in  favor  only 
of  an  immediate  withddrawal  of  the  longer-range  systems. 

Kohl,  who  received  support  for  his  position  today  from  Belgian 
Prime  Minister  Wilfried  Martens,  reaffirmed  today  that  he  will 
begin  the  parliamentary  debate  with  an  “interim  report.”  In 
Bonn  it  is  assumed  that  Kohl  will  take  this  opportunity  to 
reaffirm  the  1 8  March  government  statement  and  also  to  promise 
an  examination  of  the  further-reaching  Soviet  proposals. 

Kohl  also  intends  to  draw  attention  to  the  close  consultations  with 
the  West  Europeans  with  the  aim  of  elaborating  a  unified  line 
before  President  Reagan’s  visit  in  June.  The  CDU/CSU  and  the 


FDP  have  arranged  another  talk  between  the  party  chiefs  for  29 
May. 

The  18  March  government  statement  envisages  a  zero  option 
only  for  long-range  INF  weapons.  It  approves  equal  upper  limits 
at  a  low  level  for  the  systems  below  this.  Following  his  talk  with 
Martens,  Kohl  told  journalists  that  he  considers  himself  con¬ 
firmed  in  this  firm  but  also  wait-and-see  stance.  Furthermore, 
the  battlefield  weapons,  which  threatened  mainly  the  Federal 
Republic,  the  “absolute  imbalance”  in  the  conventional  sphere 
and  the  chemical  weapons  must  be  disarmed.  But  he  does  not 
want  these  demands  to  be  understood  as  linkage.  Martens,  too, 
stressed  that  the  negotiations  on  the  zero  option  for  longer-range 
missiles  should  not  be  blocked. 

From  the  remarks  by  the  two  Christian  Democrat  heads  of 
government  it  was  clear  that  they  recommend  to  the  superpowers 
separate  disarmament  agreements  in  the  intermediate-range 
sphere.  An  agreement  on  the  longer-range  missiles  is  possible  this 
year,  they  said. 

In  response  to  journalists’  questions  on  whether  the  CDU/CSU 
and  the  FDP  have  succeeded  in  bringing  their  positions  on  a  zero 
option  closer  together  Kohl  said  this  afternoon:  “That  was  not 
the  topic  at  all  today.”  The  meeting  in  Bonn  this  morning,  in 
which  Ministers  Wolfgang  Schaeuble  and  Hans  Klein,  and 
parliamentary  party  representatives  Alfred  Dregger,  Theo 
Waigel,  and  Wolfgang  Mischnick  took  part,  was  to  prepare  for 
the  disarmament  debate,  [passage  omitted] 
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INTEiy'lEDIATE-RA.NGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


FRC  PRESS  VIEWS  DEBATE  ON  DISARMAMENT  PROPOSALS 

DW051030  Cologne  Deutschland funk  Network  in  German  0505  GMT  5  May  87 


[From  the  Press  Review] 

[Exernts]  Editorialists  today  deal  with  disarmament  issues  and 
the  debate  on  Bonn’s  response  to  Gorbachev’s  proposals. 

Frankfurter  Rundschau  writes;  The  political  leadership  m 
Moscow  and  Washington  apparently  agree  that  a  historic  oppor¬ 
tunity  is  in  the  offing.  Both  sides  want  to  achieve  success,  and 
both  sides  also  seem  to  believe  they  can  correct  undesirable 
developments  in  their  own  strategy.  In  this 
CDU /CSU  has  outmaneuvered  itself.  Its  attempts  to  put  a  brak 
on  the  United  States  creates  a  strange  impression,  because  it 
originates  from  the  camp  of  Reagan’s  loyal 
defenders  of  the  U.S.  President’s  policy  and  the  United  States 
most  unyielding  allies  in  the  earlier  dispute  about  counterar¬ 
mament.  [passage  omitted] 

Sueddeutsche  Zeitung  says:  Among  the  Europeans,  the  French 
are  the  most  decided  opponents  of  any  zero  solution.  Paris  is  still 
hoping  that  it  will,  together  with  London,  be  able  ‘o  define  a 
position  that  will  also  be  acceptable  to  the  other  Europeans.  Only 
such  European  joint  position  would 

listened  to  in  Washington.  While  Prime  Minister  Chirac  and  his 

British  colleague  Mrs  Thatcher  are  largely  in 

search  for  a  joint  position  with  Federal  ® 

owing  to  the  fact  the  Germans  have  not  yet  ended  their 

abou?  the  proper  response  to  Moscow,  states  Sueddeutsche 
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INTLia'IEDIATE-RANGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


FRG:  SUEDDEUTSCHE  ZEITUNG  ON  ZERO  SOLUTION 

UVJ061020  Munich  SUEDDEUTSCHE  ZEITUNG  in  German  6  May  87  p  2 


[Report  by  “MES”:  “SPD:  Bonn  Developing  Into  a  Troiible- 
maker”] 

[Text]  Bonn  —  The  SPD  leadership  supports  acceptance  of  zero 
solution  proposals  regarding  intermediate-range  missiles  “with¬ 
out  iPs  or  but’s stating  that  objections  and  conditions  voiced  in 
the  government  camp  against  a  comprehensive  agreement  are 
irresponsible  and  make  the  FRG  look  like  a  troublemaker  to  both 
the  East  and  West.  Chairman  Hans-Jochen  Vogel  emphasized 
to  the  SPD  Bundestag  group  on  Tuesday  the  intention  of  the  SPD 
to  urge  the  Federal  Government  in  Thursday’s  parliamentary 
disarmament  debate  to  support  the  proposals  submitted  in 
Geneva.  Of  special  interest  in  this  matter  will  be  the  action  of  the 
FDP,  which  must  now  lay  its  cards  on  the  table  and  make  sure 
that  the  adversaries  of  a  comprehensive  zero  solution  in  the 
CDU/CSU  be  restrained,  and  that  decisions  be  made  for  which 
Chancellor  Kohl  alone  does  not  have  the  power. 

Vogel  mentioned  a  constructive  attitude  of  the  U.S.  Government, 
which  brought  closer  the  conclusion  of  a  treaty  and  thus  a 
historical  breakthrough  in  disarmament  negotiations.  The 
attempt  of  strong  CDU/CSU  forces,  headed  by  Group 
Chairman  Alfred  Dregger,  to  enforce  deployment  of  more  mis¬ 
siles  on  FRG  territory  instead  of  disarmament  is  irresponsible 
and  expresses  clear  mistrust  about  the  U.S.  security  guarantee. 
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INTERMEDIATE-RANGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


CANADA:  OTTAWA  CITIZEN  ON  SRINF,  GORBACHEV  PROPOSALS 

SRINF  Issue 

Ottawa  THE  OTTAWA  CITIZEN  in  English  6  Apr  87  p  A8 


[Text] 


The  issue  of  shorter-range  intermediate  nu- 
:lear  forces  (SRINF)  in  Europe  is  fast  be- 
:oming  a  stumbling-block  in  the  way  of 
teaching  a  zero  option  accord  on  medium- 
range  missiles  (INF)  between  the  U.S.  and 
the  Soviet  Union.  While  West  Europe  s  con¬ 
cern  is  understandable,  it  should  not  in  the 
end  be  allowed  to  prevent  an  INF  accord. 

NATO  is  right  to  highlight  the  8:1  advan¬ 
tage  in  SRINF  missiles  that  the  Soviets  have 
now,  and  which  would  become  much  more 
relevant  when  U.S.  crmse/nd  Pershing  2. 
missiles  are  removed.  It  follows  that  the  U.S. 
should  press  the  Soviets  to  remove  all  their 
shorter-range  missiles,  or  at  least  reduce 
them  to  parity  with  American  ones  in  Bu- 

*^°AUernatively,  the  Americans  should  insist 
on  their  right  to  match  the  SRINF  numbers 
that  Moscow  decides  to  keep  in  Euroj^.  This 
was  the  essence  of  what  President  Reagan 
promised  French  Priine  Minister  Jacques 
Chirac  in  Washington  this  week.  He  reassured 
his  visitor  that  he  would  remain  firm  on  his 
right  to  deploy  a  force  of  shorter-range 
weapons  in  Europe  equal  to  the  Soviet  Un- 

mght  now  the  Soviets  have  nearly  800 
SRINF  weapons,  including 
tic  missiles.  The  U.S.  has  only  about  100.  The 
Russian  ones  range  up  to  1,000  kilometres, 
the  American  ones  only  120  kms. 

Now  is  the  time  to  exercise  maximuni 

pressure  on  Moscow  to  do  something  about 
its  SRINF  superiority  —  not  after  an  INF 


64 


agreement  is  signed.  To  that  extent,  ReagM 
is  right  to  press  immediately  for  what  is  ot- 
viously  in  the  Western  alliance’s  interest.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  question  of  how  long  he 
should  keep  on  insisting  that  an  SRINF  un- 
.derstanding  be  part  of  an  INF  accord  is  a 
crucial  negotiating  matter  that  requires  deli¬ 
cate  treatment.  -w 

There  are  already  all  kinds  of  unilateral 
Soviet  promises  that  they  will  do  sorr^thing 
about  the  problem:  In  January  1986,  Gorba¬ 
chev  offered  to  freeze  his  SRINF  missiles  in 
the  context  of  an  INF  accord.  At  Reykjavik, 
he  offered  to  negotiate  their  removal  and  de¬ 
struction  after  an  INF  agreement.  At  the  end 
of  February,  he  added  that  he  was  ready  to 
begin  talks  to  that  end  immediately. 

What  seems  to  have  been  forgotten  in  all 
this  verbiage  is  that  the  U.S.  already  has  the 
right  to  deploy  as  many  SRINF  missiles^m 
Europe  as  it  wants  to^  provided  NATO 
agrees.  Soviet  consent  is  superfluous  in  the 
absence  of  an  agreement  to  the  contrary. 

In  any  event,  it  is  in  the  West’s  greater^ 
curity  interest  to  conclude  a  separate  INF 
accord  as  soon  as  possible,  provided  adequate 
verification  measures  are  guaranteed.  Short- 
er-range  missiles  must  also  be  addressed 
promptly.  But  bearing  in  mind  the  absolute 
right  of  NATO  to  counter  Soviet  superiority 
there  as  elsewhere,  their  negotiation  should 
not  hold  up  the  conclusion  of  a  precedent-set¬ 
ting  INF  elimination  agreement. 
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Gorbachev  Prague  Proposals 

Ottawa  THE  OTTAWA  CITIZEN  in  English  11  Apr  87  p  B2 


[Text] 


NATO  will  be  pondering  Mikhail  Gorba¬ 
chev’s  latest  arms  reduction  proposals  made 
in  Prague  Friday  while  State  Secretary 
George  Shultz  wings  his  way  to  Moscow  to 
discuss  the  very  same  matters  on  Monday. 

The  Soviet  leader  chose 
to  make  a  new  suggestion 
about  short-range  missiles 
to  the  Central  Committee 
of  the  Czech  Communist 
party,  instead  of  to  Shultz. 
But  he  also  made  sure  that 
his  speech  was  televised  so 
the  whole  world  would  be 
in  on  the  scoop. 

In  these  circumstances, 
it’s  difficult  to  avoid  the 
conclusion  that  propaganda  and  symbolism 
were  his  motivating  factors. 

Still,  the  basic  elements  of  his  speech  de¬ 
serve  close  attention.  He  focused  on  the 
shorter-range  Intermediate  Nuclear  Forces 
(SRINF).  He  proposed  separate  negotiations 
to  reduce  and  eventually  eliminate  them.  And 
he  ruled  out  any  linkage  between  SRINF  and 
the  longer-range  INF  negotiations. 

The  missiles  featured  in  his  Prague  ad¬ 
dress  are  mostly  Soviet  SS-21s,  22s  and  23s. 
Gorbachev  referred  specifically  to  those  hav¬ 
ing  a  range  of  500  to  1,000  kilometres,  and 
called  on  both  sides  to  freeze  them  initially. 

The  West  has  only  about  100  SRINFs  and 
theirs  have  a  much  shorter  range.  In  fact, 
the  Soviets  have  an  8:1  advantage. 

At  first  glance,  the  Soviet  proposal  has 
both  advantages  and  disadvantages  for  the 
West.  The  elimination  of  Soviet  superiority  m 
this  category  would  be  welcomed  by  NATO, 
and  the  European  countries  in  particular.  So 
would  the  plan  to  freeze  them  at  the  begin¬ 
ning.  But,  if  this  meant  that  NATO  would 
have  to  agree  never  to  bring  its  numbers  up 
to  the  Soviet  level,  that  would  not  be  accept- 
dl)l6* 

The  Soviets  also  propose  that  the  SRINF 
talks  be  between  NATO  and  Warsaw  Pact 
members,  starting  with  a  meeting  of  foreign 
ministers,  and  that  the  missile  talks  include 
ones  on  conventional  forces  and  armaments. 
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It’s  doubtful  if  NATO  would  agree  to  the 
first  part.  Up  to  now  nuclear  negotiations 
have  been  the  prerogative  of  the  two  super¬ 
powers  whose  forces  are  being  addressed. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Soviets  seem  to  be 
signalling  that  they  now  agree  to  the  Western 
suggestion  of  pact-to-pact  talks  on  conven¬ 
tional  forces.  If  so,  that  is  welcome  news.  So 
is  Soviet  confirmation  that  SRINF  talks  can 
commence  right  away. 

The  Soviet  chief  also  announced  that  pro¬ 
duction  of  chemical  weapons  had  ceased  in 
the  Soviet  Union.  This  could  herald  a  long- 
awaited  breakthrough  in  the  Geneva  disar: 
mament  conference. 

Shultz  should  pocket  the  advai.''es  in  Mos¬ 
cow  and  go  on  from  there.  The  real  negotia¬ 
tions  have  just  begun. 
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INTERMEDIATE-RANGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


SOVIET  OFFICIAL  AIRS  ARMS  PROPOSALS  IN  LONDON  TALKS 

Foreign  Office  Meeting 

London  PRESS  ASSOCIATION  in  English  1346  GMT  29  Apr  87 
[Text] 


A  Soviet  minister  met  his  British  counterparts  in  London 
today  to  explain  his  country’s  attitude  to  arms  control  issues  in 
particular  proposals  for  removing  intermediate  range  nuclear 
weapons  from  Europe. 

Mr  Aleksandr  Bessmertnykh,  the  Soviet  deputy  foreign  mjmstcr, 
visited  the  Foreign  Office  for  a  70-minute  meeting  with  Mr 
Timothy  Renton,  the  minister  responsible  for  arms  control. 

The  Foreign  Office  said  later  he  summarised  recent  develop¬ 
ments  in  Soviet  arms  control  policies  including  ‘he  talks  in 
Moscow,  involving  U.S.  Secretary  of  State  Mr  George  Shultz, 
and  the  negotiations  with  the  U.S.  in  Geneva. 

The  Soviet  minister  did  not  deliver  a  copy  of  the  draft  treaty  on 
the  proposals  for  the  removal  of  intermediate  range  nuclear 
misiles  from  Europe  which  was  tabled  in  Geneva  two  days  ago. 

He  is  due  to  see  Mrs  Thatcher  at  Downing  Street  later  today. 

Mr  Bessmertnykh  is  one  of  a  number  of  Soviet  envoys  visiting 
European  capitals  on  similar  missions. 
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Meeting  With  Thatcher 


London  PRESS  ASSOCIATION  in  English  1919  GMT  29  Apr  87 
[Article  by  Tom  McMullan] 

[Text] 

Mrs  Thatcher  today  drew  attention  to  “difficulties  in 
Soviet  proposals  for  eliminating  intermediate  range  nuclear 
weapons  from  Hurope,  according  to  a  statement  issued  alter  talks 
at  Downing  Street  with  the  deputy  Soviet  foreign  ministry. 

Mr  Aleksandr  Bessmertnykh  saw  the  prime  minister  for  50 
minutes,  and  the  talks,  described  as  “substantial”  were  said  to 
have  taken  place  in  a  good  atmosphere. 

The  statement  said  Mr  Bessmertnykh  called  to  brief  Mrs 
Thatcher  on  the  latest  Soviet  proposals  in  Geneva  on  intermedi¬ 
ate  and  short  range  nuclear  weapons. 

The  prime  minister  was  said  to  have  reaffirmed  the  government’s 
commitment  to  achieving  rapid  progress  in  the  Geneva  nego¬ 
tiations,  and  emphasised  the  British  Government  accepted  the 
zero  option  for  intermediate  range  nuclear  weapons,  although 
would  prefer  this  to  be  a  global  zero. 

But,  according  to  the  statement,  Mrs  Thatcher  drew  attention  to 
“a  number  of  difficulties”  in  the  Soviet  plans. 

She  stressed  that  the  alliance  was  engaged  in  urgent  discussion 
on  the  Soviet  proposals  on  shorter  range  nuclear  weapons,  and 
hoped  a  common  position  would  soon  be  reached. 

Any  agreement  must  preserve  Europe’s  security  and  take 
account  of  the  Soviet  Union’s  substantial  superiority  in  both 
conventional  and  chemical  weapons. 

Mr  Bessmertnykh  is  one  of  a  number  of  Soviet  envoys  visiting 
European  capitals  on  similar  missions. 
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INTERMEDIATE-RANGE  NUCLEAR  FORCES 


BRIEFS 

BESSMERTNYKH,  SHULTZ  CONFER — Washington,  12  May  (TASS) — On  Monday,  George 
Shultz,  U.S.  secretary  of  state,  received  A. A.  Bessmertnykh,  USSR  deputy 
minister  of  foreign  affairs,  for  a  conversation  during  the  course  of  which 
certain  questions  concerning  Soviet— U.S.  relations,  including  concerning 
perspectives  for  talks  on  questions  of  limiting  and  reducing  weapons,  were 
discussed.  Particular  attention  was  paid  to  the  state  of  affairs  developing 
around  the  problem  of  medium-range  and  operational  and  tactical  missiles. 

Yu.V.  Dubinin,  USSR  ambassador  in  the  United  States,  took  part  in  the  conver¬ 
sation.  [Text]  [Moscow  TASS  International  Service  in  Russian  2013  GMT 

11  May  87  LD]  /6091 

TASS  CITES  DPRK  STATEMENT — Pyongyang,  May  12  TASS — People  in  all  countries 
follow  with  strong  interest  the  Soviet-U.S.  negotiations  on  medium-range 
missiles,  says  a  statement  by  the  spokesman  for  the  Foreign  Ministry  of  the 
Democratic  People's  Republic  of  Korea  (DPRK)  published  in  Pyongyang  today. 

Arms  reduction  is  the  more  vital  task  in  the  efforts  to  promote  peace  and 
security  on  earth  at  the  moment  when  the  threat  of  a  nuclear  conflict  in 
Europe,  Asia  and  other  regions  is  mounting.  The  DPRK  comes  out  persistently 
for  delivering  mankind  of  the  horrors  of  thermonuclear  catastrophe  and  will 
work  for  the  Asian-Pacific  region  to  become  a  peace  zone,  free  of  nuclear 
weapons,  the  statement  points  out.  [Text]  [Moscow  TASS  in  English  0839  GMT 

12  May  87  LD]  /6091 

FRG,  BELGIAN  LEADERS  CONFER — Wilfrled  Martens'  1-day  visit  to  Bonn,  where 
he  was  meeting  West  German  Chancellor  Helmut  Kohl:  The  discussions  touched 
essentially  on  issues  of  defense  and  security.  Martens  underlined  the  inter¬ 
est  of  a  European  stance  in  matters  of  defense.  The  Belgian  prime  minister 
indicated  to  the  press  that  the  Belgian  and  West  German  Governments  do  not 
want  to  block  an  agreement  on  the  elimination  of  intermeuiate-range  missiles. 
They  desire  the  conclusion  of  such  an  agreement,  this  year  if  possible.  [Text] 
[Brussels  Domestic  Service  in  French  1600  GMT  6  May  37  LD]  /9274 
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FRG:  STRAUSS  OPPOSES  ZERO  OPTION— Bonn  (DPA)— The  chairman  of  the  CSU, 

Franz  Josef  Strauss,  has  spoken  out  against  the  pure  zero  option  on  INF 
favored  by  Federal  Foreign  Minister  Hans-Uietrich  Genscher  and  by  the  United 
States.  He  said  this  in  an  interview  with  BILD  newspaper  (Saturday's  edition). 
In  connection  with  his  demand  for  a  "strengthening  of  the  European  pillar''  of 
NATO  Strauss  demanded  the  creation  of  a  'common  European  nuclear  weapons  po¬ 
tential.'  The  complete  reduction  of  longer  and  shorter-range  INF  does  indeed 
free  Europe  from  the  threat  of  these  Soviet  weapons;  however,  the  Federal  Re¬ 
public  is  still  in  danger  from  Soviet  missiles.  In  addition  to  this  "the 
pronounced  superiority  of  the  Warsaw  Pact  in  conventional  armaments"  remains. 

As  long  as  this  superiority  is  not  removed  there  can  be  no  ‘pure  zero  option." 
"The  balance  of  strength"  has  to  be  created  first  of  all.  [Text]  [Hamburg 
DPA  in  German  1100  GMT  1  May  87  LD]  /9274 

FRG:  SPD  OPPOSES  EUROPEAN  FORCE—Frankfurt/Oldenburg  (DPA)— Disarmament 
spokesman  for  the  SPD  Bundestag  group  Karsten  Voigt  has  declared  his  party's 
clear  resistance  to  proposals  by  CSU  Chairman  Franz  Josef  Strauss  for  a  Euro¬ 
pean  nuclear  force.  Voigt  told  the  Oldenburg  NORDWEST-ZEITUNG  (Saturday's 
edition)  in  Frankfurt  that  Strauss'  proposals  revealed  that  "leading  Christian 
Democrats  never  in  fact  wanted  nuclear  disarmament."  Their  distrust  of  the 
U.S,  security  guarantee  for  W^estern  Europe  has  "now  become  so  great  that  they 
are  again  striving  for  joint  German  possession  of  nuclear  weapons."  The  real 
opponents  of  disarmament  are,  in  the  SPD  deputy's  view,  "not  in  Washington 
and  Moscow  but  in  Bonn  and  Munich"  at  present.  Voigt  added  that  if  Federal 
toreign  Minister  J:lans*-Dietrich  Genscher  wants  to  maintain  his  credibility  in 
foreign  policy,  then  he  is  left  with  only  "the  laternative  of,  together  with 
the  SPD,  prevailing  over  the  disarmament  opponents  in  the  CDU/CSU  or  packing 
his  bags  and  resigning  from  this  government."  [Excerpt]  [Hamburg  DPA  in 
German  0004  GMT  2  May  87  LD]  /9274 
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CHEMICAL/BIOLOGICAL  WEAPONS 


TASS  COMMENTATOR  ON  SOVIET  PROGRAM  TO  ABOLISH  CHEMICAL  ARMS 
LD111726  Moscow  TASS  in  English  1723  GMT  II  May  87 


["Opportunities  Must  Not  Be  Lost"  —  TASS  headline] 

[Text]  Moscow  May  11  TASS  -  By  TASS  military  writer  Vladimir  Bogachev: 

late . 


True  to  its  commitments  assumed  during  the 
exerts  tireless  efforts  to  conclude  an 
convention  on  general  and  complete  ban  on 
the  existing  stockpiles  of  chemical  warfare 
problems,  the  Soviet  side  declared  for  an 
weapons  and  of  the  industrial  base  for  their 


Soviet-American  summit  in  Geneva,  the  USSR 
effective  and  verifiable  international 
chemical  weapons  and  on  the  destruction  of 
agents.  Showing  bold  approaches  to  these 
early  and  complete  elimination  of  chemical 
production. 


procedures  for  destroying  the  relevant  industrial  base. 

The  USSR  announced  the  cessation  of  the  production  of  chemical  weapons  and 
Im^rflng  on  tSe  construction  of  a  special  enterprise  to  destroy  such  weapons. 

Much  response  was  evoked  at  the  talks  by  the  statement  of 

member-countries  on  the  question  of  prohibiting  chemical  weapons.  The  GDR  an 

Czechoslovakia,  as  well  as  Bulgaria  and  Romania  ^^^°he 

chemical  weapons  free  zones  respectively  in  the  centre  of  Europe  an 

Balkans . 

initiatives  of  the  Soviet  Union  and  other  socialist  countries  made  it  possible  to 
rem::e^”^^:m\er  of  obstacles  toward  achi^ing  ^  -tually  accep^^^^^^^^^  ^^ThT "00!:!^: 
complete  iTt^Tonsiderrt  Jn  the  wishes  of  other  participants  in  the 

t^udtl  re\nited  States  and  Britain.^^  rr^prestlairve^^^rS^ 

Wrt'To'L'Un'ald'i^n^t^falo^^^  of  ensuring  reliable  international 

control  over  the  observance  of  the  future  convention  on  chemical  weapons. 

The  structure  of  the  future  convention  has  t",  ^ry'p’rovi'stl"" 

have  been  found  to  most  of  the  fundamental  questions.  The  text  ot  many  p 


the  arrangement  has  been  agreed  upon.  Yet  a  number  of  questions  remain  to  be  resolved 
or  specified.  The  provisions  of  the  draft  convention  on  non-production  of  chemical 
weapons  at  civilian  enterprises  require  additional  elaboration.  The  problem  of 
inspections  on  demand  is  the  cardinal  political  problem  at  the  talks,  and  final  accord 
on  other  provisions  of  the  convention  can  hardly  be  expected  without  its  mutually 
acceptable  solution.  Some  Western  countires,  specificaly  France,  which  recently 
adopted  a  programme  of  intensive  arming  with  chemical  weapons,  are  passive  in  the  quest 
for  mutually  acceptable  solutions  and  are  mainly  engaged  in  destructive  criticism  of 
the  proposals  of  other  participants. 

The  Soviet  delegation  has  to  be  repelling  the  attempts  of  some  Western  parti¬ 
cipants  in  rejecting  the  principle  of  equality  and  equal  security  when  tackling 
the  question  of  prohibiting  chemical  weapons. 

Serious  concern  is  caused  also  by  the  fact  that  despite  undoubted  progress  at  the  talks 
in  the  Disarmament  Committee  in  Geneva,  some  countries,  including  the  United  States, 
continue  drawing  up  plans  to  produce  and  deploy  binary  chemical  armaments.  The 
legitimate  question  arises:  Do  those  countries  wish  to  conclude  a  convention 

prohibiting  chemical  weapons  or  is  their  real  aim  to  build  up  their  arsenals  of 
chemical  warfare  agents? 

The  manifestation  of  political  will,  realism  and  lofty  responsibility  of  all  parites  to 
the  talks  is  particularly  needed  now  for  ensuring  a  resolute  advance  to  agreement  to 
eliminate  chemical  arsenals. 

/6091 
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EUROPEAN  CONFERENCES 


GORBACHEV  SAID  TO  OFFER  TOTAL  TROOP  WITHDRAWALS 
DWII0820  Hamburg  BILD  In  German  II  May  87  pp  1,  12 

[Report  by  "H.-E.B.":  "Gorbachev  to  Reagan:  Withdraw  All  Troops  ] 

ITeKt)  The  Americans  and  the  Russiana  would  withdraw  their  troops  Iron,  all  of 
Fas^ern  and  Western  Europe.  That  Is  what  Soviet  Comminlst  Party  chief 
torbachev  wants  to  propose  to  the  West  at  a  Warsaw  Pact  sumnlt  meeting  in 
late  May  in  East  Berlin. 

Gorbachev's  most  spectacular  disarmament  plans  to  date. 

According  to  them,  the  Soviets  would  have 

80,000  from  the  CSSR,  65,000  ^ the  ?RG  and  in  West  Berlin. 
310,000  GI's  stationed  in  Western  Europe,  250,000  of  them  in  tne  rnu  a 

.1  c  1 4 1 1  mean t-  r>f  thp  Westem  demand  to  dismantle  the 

Gorbachev  considers  his  plan  a  WesLrn  diplomats  and  military 

rerresent!t\'ves  arralrel^torking  on  hltev^^t^ould 

:rl“  ‘rihe“lf^™"errirry:1utt‘rf1e-hours  away  h,  rail. 
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EUROPEAN  CONFERENCES 


SOVIET  ARMY  PAPER  ON  LATEST  PACT  INITIATIVES 

PM06I049  Moscow  KRASNAYA  ZVEZDA  in  Russian  30  Apr  87  First  Edition  p  I 
[Editorial:  "In  Fraternal  Unity"] 

[Text]  The  socialist  community  states  are  united  by  their  common  fundamental  interests 
and  aims  and  by  the  bonds  of  their  extensive,  multifaceted  cooperation.  The  objective 
need  for  the  increasing  rapprochement  of  the  socialist  countries  stems  from  the  very 
essence  of  socialism.  The  community  is  growing  in  strength  and  ensures  reliable 
protection  for  its  peoples'  creative  work. 

The  heart  of  political  cooperation  between  the  fraternal  countries  has  been  and  still 
is  the  practice  of  collaboration  between  the  ruling  communist  and  worker  parties  and 
the  improvement  and  renewal  of  its  methods  and  forms  that  make  it  possible  to 
efficiently  and  amicably  discuss  the  entire  complex  of  problems  relating  to  socialist 
building  and  coordinate  a  joint  foreign  policy  course.  A  special  role  in  this  is 
played  by  regular  meetings  between  the  leaders  of  the  fraternal  parties  and  states. 

The  official  friendly  visit  to  the  CSSR  9-11  April  this  year  by  CPSU  Central  Coi^ittee 
General  Secretary  M.S.  Gorbachev  served  as  a  powerful  demonstration  of  the  unity  and 
cohesion  of  Soviet  and  Czechoslovak  Communists  and  the  peoples  of  the  USSR  and  CSSR. 

Opinions  were  exchanged  on  topical  issues  of  international  politics  and  the 
implementation  of  the  policy  collectively  developed  by  the  socialist  community 
countries  and  actively  conducted  by  every  fraternal  country  during  the  recent  meeting 
between  M.S.  Gorbachev,  CPSU  Central  Committee  General  Secretary  and  W.  Jaruzelski, 
PZPR  Central  Committee  first  secretary  and  Polish  State  Council  chairman.  "We  highly 
value  the  opportunity,"  M.S.  Gorbachev  noted  in  his  speech  at  a  breakfast  in  honor  of 
the  Polish  leader,  "to  collaborate  with  Poland  and  other  Warsaw  Pact  states  in  the  vast 
amount  of  intensive  work  aimed  at  ridding  Europe  of  its  nuclear  arsenals,  creating  a 
favorable  atmosphere  for  all-around,  mutually  advantageous  cooperation,  and 
s I  rtingthening  peace  and  security  on  the  basis  that  has  taken  shape  as  a  result  of  World 
War  II  and  postwar  development." 

A  special  role  in  the  struggle  to  strengthen  security  is  played  by  the  socialist 
states'  defense  alliance  —  the  Warsaw  Pact.  As  long  as  the  imperialist  military  bloc 
NATO  exists,  the  CPSU  program  stresses,  the  party  considers  it  essential  to  contribute 
in  every  way  possible  to  improving  the  activity  of  the  Warsaw  Pact  as  an  instrument  of 
collective  defense  against  imperialism's  aggressive  aspirations  and  of  the  joint 
struggle  for  lasting  peace  and  the  expansion  of  international  cooperation.  The 
soldiers  of  the  fraternal  Warsaw  Pact  armies  firmly  guard  peace  and  socialism  in  a 
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r.u  u“"u.  "a  i“‘r;  ..rar.."aS„:? 

"?h'a  CTSra^i  the  soviet  state  eiU  do  everything  necessary  to  maintain  the 

supo r i or i ty . 

In  collaboration  with  other  countries  the  Warsaw  Pact  states  are  determined  to  strive 
for  the  formation  of  a  comprehensive  international  peace  and  security  system  and  will 
continue  to  promote  the  expansion  and  intensification  of  international  cooperation  in 
all  spheres  —  military,  political,  economic,  and  humanitarian  -  with  the  aim  o 
creating  such  a  system.  This  was  stated  in  the  communique  of  the  Warsaw  Pact  Foreign 
Ministers  Committee  session  held  in  Moscow  in  spring  this  year. 

The  comprehensive  proposals  put  forward  by  the  general  secretary  of  the  CPSU  Central 
Committee  in  Prague  and  in  his  conversation  with  U.S.  Secretary  of  State  G.  Shult 
clear  evidence  of  the  socialist  community  countries’  readiness  to  really  seek  ways  to 
create  a  truly  safe  world.  In  putting  forward  these  proposals  the  Soviet  Union  is 
trying  to  find  compromise  solutions  to  complex  problems  and  is  ready  to  seek  mutually 
acceptable  solutions  to  the  entire  complex  of  problems  relating  to  nuclear  disarmament 
and  the  settlement  of  regional  conflicts.  Great  interest  has  been  aroused  throughout 
the  world  by  the  new  Soviet  peace  initiatives  on  the  questions  of  eliminating 
medium-range  missiles  and  operational  and  tactical  missiles  on  the  European  Continent, 
as  well  as  the  proposal  to  discuss  and  resolve  the  question  of  tactical  nuclear  forces 
in  Europe,  including  tactical  missiles.  The  implementation  of  these  proposals  would 
make  it  possible  to  considerably  lower  the  level  of  miliary  confrontation  between  East 
and  West  and  increase  peoples'  security. 

While  fully  supporting  the  new  Soviet  peace  initiatives,  the  other  fraternal  countries 
of  the  socialist  coLunity  also  make  their  own  considerable  contrition  to  the 
struggle  against  the  threat  of  war.  The  proposals  made  by  the  GDR  and  the  CSSR 
create  a  zone  free  of  chemical  weapons  in  central  Europe  and  also  to  form  a 
nuclear-free  corridor  along  the  border  between  the  Warsaw  Pact  and  NATO  states  are 
aimed  at  strengthening  European  security.  The  Soviet  Union  has  stated  its  willingness 
to  remove  all  Soviet  nuclear  means  from  this  corridor  on  a  reciprocal  basis  and 
guarantee  and  respect  its  nonnuclear  status.  Broad  prospects  of  improving  the 
atmosphere  on  the  European  Continent  are  opened  up  by  the  proposal  put  forward  in 
BudapLt  by  the  Warsaw  Pact  states  to  considerably  reduce  armed  fences,  tactica 
nuclear  weapons,  and  conventional  arms  in  Europe  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Urals. 

The  undeviating  implementation  of  the  socialist  community  countries'  jointly  developed 
policy  reveals  the  fraternal  states'  increasingly  strong  unity  and  cohesion  and  the 
Lhanced  role  played  by  the  socialist  countries'  military-political  alliance  in  the 
struggle  to  strengthen  peace,  security,  and  international  cooperation.  The  course  of 
the  competition  between  socialism  and  capitalism  and  the  future  of _ world  civiliza  lo 
depend  to  an  enormous  extent  on  the  strength  of  the  socialist  community,  the  success  of 
evLy  fraternal  country's  creative  activity,  and  the  degree  of  purposefulness  and 
coordination  in  their  actions. 
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The  CPSU  Central  Committee's  May  Day  slogan  is  like  a  call  to  battle  to  the  whole  of 
the  world  today: 

Fraternal  greetings  to  the  peoples  of  the  socialist  countries! 

Long  live  world  socialism  —  the  mighty  and  influential  force  of  the  present  time!  May 
the  community  of  socialist  states  grow  stronger! 
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EUROPEAN  CONFERENCES 


USSR:  REPORTS,  COMMENTS  ON  OPENING  OF  VIENNA  CSCE  THIRD  STAGE 

Kashlev  Assesses  Progress 


PM071311  Moscow  IZVESTIYA  in  Russian  7  May  87  Morning  Edition  p  4 

[Interview  with  Yu.B.  Kashlev,  head  of  the  Soviet  delegation  to  the  Vienna 
meeting  of  CSCE  participant  states,  by  correspondent  N.  Novikov:  The  Third 

Stage  of  the  Vienna  Meeting"— first  paragraph  is  IZVESTIYA  introduction] 


[Excerpts]  Vienna — Next  to  the  complex  of  the  International  Congress  Center 
on  the  banks  of  the  Danube  a  new  building — the  Vienna  Conference  Center— has 
been  built.  It  was  designed  by  the  Viennese  architect  J.  Staber.  On  ay 
the  third  stage  of  the  Vienna  meeting  was  opened  there.  Journalists  are 
saying  that  the  remarkable  new  building  cannot  but  contribute  to  the  delega¬ 
tions'  more  dynamic  constructive  work  and  the  ending  on  schedule  of  this 
important  international  forum.  I  asked  the  head  of  the  Soviet  delegation  to 
the  Vienna  meeting.  Ambassador  Yu.B.  Kashlev,  to  tell  us  about  the  tasks  of 
the  third  stage  and  the  prospects  for  the  work  of  the  forum,  which  opened 
last  November. 


[Kashlev]  During  the  two  preceding  stages  the  implementation  of  the  Helsinki  and 
Madrid  accords  was  discussed  and  proposals  aimed  at  the  further  development  of  the 
all-European  process  were  introduced.  During  the  third  stage,  which  opened  5  May  and 
fill  take  about  3  months,  the  delegations  from  the  35  countries  are  to  elaborate  the 
meeting’s  final  document.  It  is  to  enshrine  everything  positive  that  has  been  achieved 
since  Helsinki,  as  well  new  accords  on  joint  steps  to  strengthen  security  and  develop 
the  states'  cooperation.  The  proposals  submitted  on  this  account  —  and  there  are  some 
SSo  of  then,  1  provide  a  good  baste  tor  the  construetlve  work  of  the  Vienna  meeting. 

The  socialist  countries  have  submitted  a  large  number  of  important  proposals.  These 
include  above  all  Poland's  proposal  for  extending  the  mandate  of  the  Stockhol 
conference  which  paves  the  way  for  the  parallel  discussion  of  questions  of  real 
disarmament  and  confidence-building  measures  in  the  military 

proposal  for  convening  an  economic  forum;  and  Bulgaria  s  proposal  an  ecolog  c 

forum.  The  Soviet  proposal  for  a  conference  on  the  development  of  humanitariai 
cooperation  to  be  held  in  Moscow  and  a  number  of  other  proposals  have  attracted 

considerable  interest. 


Questions  of  military  security  are  one 
Let  me  return  to  the  Polish  proposal. 


of  the  central  issues  at  the  Vienna  meeting. 
It  is  based  on  the  Warsaw  Pact  countries 
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proposals.  The  USSR  and  its  allies  have  put  forward  an  integrated  program  for  talks  on 
disarmament  in  our  continent  encompassing  all  types  of  nuclear  missile  weapons,  armed 
forces,  and  conventional  arms. 

In  actual  fact,  it  is  a  concrete  program  for  the  demilitarization  of  Europe,  a  program 
inspired  by  the  new  political  thinking,  a  program  that  creates  a  unique  opportunity  for 
at  long  last  getting  disarmament  in  Europe  out  of  the  impasse.  A  decision  on  opening 
such  large-scale  talks  as  proposed  by  M.S.  Gorbachev  could  have  been  adopted  at  the 
Vienna  meeting  of  CSCE  participant  states'  foreign  ministers. 

Regrettably,  the  West  has  so  far  failed  to  reply  to  the  Polish  proposal,  which  paves 
the  way  to  the  parallel  discussion  of  questions  of  real  disarmament  and  the  elaboration 
of  confidence-building  measures  on  which  agreement  was  not  reached  during  the  initial 
stage  of  the  conference. 

Life,  Yu.B.  Kashlev  said  in  concluding  his  interview,  is  demonstrating  with  utmost 
clarity  that  the  peoples  of  Europe  and  beyond  expect  active,  vigorous  actions  from  the 
participants  in  the  Vienna  meeting.  They  are  pinning  their  hopes  for  strengthened 
peace  and  international  security  and  expanded  cooperation  between  countries  and  peoples 
on  this  important  international  forum. 

Delegation  Leaders  Interviewed 

LU102055  Budapest  MTI  in  English  1828  GMT  10  May  87 

[Text]  Budapest,  May  10  (MTI)  —  The  weekly  political  magazine  programme  of  Hungarian 
television  "A  Het"  (The  Week)  Sunday  evening  carried  interviews  with  Yuriy  Kashlev  and 
Warren  Zimmerniann,  the  leaders  of  the  Soviet  and  the  American  delegations  participating 
in  the  Vienna  Conference  on  Security  and  Cooperation  in  Europe. 

Discussing  the  development  of  Soviet-American  relations,  Zimmermann  said: 

"There  has  been  a  certain  rapprochement  in  our  bilateral  relations.  The  Moscow  visit 
of  Secretary  of  State  George  Shultz  was  very  successful,  and  a  large  and  important 
congressional  delegation  also  visited  Moscow.  We  have  achieved  certain  progress  at  the 
Geneva  talks  on  the  medium-range  nuclear  missiles,  and  I  hope  that  all  these  will  also 
be  reflected  here,  in  Vienna.  I  believe  it  is  very  important  to  keep  the  entire  world, 
the  total  picture  in  view,  while  negotiating  in  Vienna.  Naturally,  what  takes  place  in 
the  East-West  relations  can  have  both  positive  and  negative  effects  on  our  meeting.  We 
are  holding  talks  at  this  European  follow-up  meeting  on  the  issue  of  confidence¬ 
building  measures  which  were  the  theme  of  the  Stockholm  conference  that  came  to  a 
successful  completion  last  September.  Now,  in  another  part  of  Vienna  and  independently 
of  the  European  follow-up  meeting,  discussions  are  in  progress  which,  hopefully,  will 
lead  to  talks  related  to  the  reduction  of  conventional  weapons.  [No  closing  quotation 
mark  as  received] . 

Question:  When  can  you  complete  the  work  with  the  approval  of  a  resolution, 
recommendation  or  some  other  document? 

Zimmerman:  "The  aim  is  to  end  our  work  by  July  31.  On  behalf  of  the  United  States  I 
can  say  that  we  are  doing  everything  possible  to  complete  these  talks  by  that  time. 
However,  if  we  do  not  finish  by  then,  I  hope  we  shall  complete  our  work  by  autumn." 

Question:  Can  you  complete  this  stage  by  July  31? 
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V„ri,  K.,,,„lev:  "He  aee  doing  “0“  oc^Tn  b“\t“oppL  d^J 

dispuss,  therefore,  no  one  can  g  ®,r  entire  round  in  the  autumn,  a  supplementary 
or  t.o.  But  then  there  baa  to  be  a”“tber  e  proposals,  which  is  a 

"’^d  .rher‘;'\nd“’thesrrve  t^  h^°sos«how  into^  ^^00^  p^-afr:! 

"L^TpT:“^=f"s"l^o^S=:iTm7o^^h^e^ucoe  completion,  then  we  have  to 

work  hard." 

Question:  What  is  the  primary  goal  of  the  Soviet  delegation  in  this  round? 

Kashlev:  "When  the  Vienna 

our  goal:  We  hope  to  achieve  a  balanced  advance  in  all  respects. 

Question:  What  is  your  stand  about  the  Soviet  proposal  to  hold  a  conference  in  Moscow 

that  would  deal  solely  with  human  rights. 

•  i-rwa  it-  We  have  told  our  Soviet  colleagues 

Warren  Zinunermann:  "We  are  very  in  eres  •  shall  have  two  conditions, 

thnt  it  is  too  early  for  us  to  decide  and  “ J  shal,^^ 

Oi\e  of  these  will  be  that  the  Sovie  ,  ,,  Moscow  conference  he  held  under 

„I  hum,,,  rights,  ^  Our  second  “"Ubion  will  be  that  ^  rhe  other,  previous 

the  same  conditions  as  this  con  ere  »  unofficial  visitors,  delegations  of 

conference  were  held.  In  other  PCte,„, 

rr:r,rrrd?7nd  Tort7e“m7rb,  °aS%o  meet  with  whoever  they  wish  to  In  the  Soviet 

Union." 

-  •  vnchifiv  "It  is  apparent  that  the  Americans  both  do  and  do  not  want  this 

luriy  Kashle  .  fo/^them  to  talk  about  human  rights,  humanitarian  issues  ui 

Warsaw  Pact  Meeting 


LD111516  Moscow  TASS  in  English  1446  GMT  11  May  87 

[Text!  Vienna  May  11  TASS-Consultatlons  on  questions  connected  with  the 
1  r-inn  nf  the  armed  forces  and  conventional  armaments  in  Europe  were 
"  ed  herf  toLnfter  a  short  break  in  the  work  of  the  Vienna  meeting  of 
resumed  f Conference  on  Security  and  Cooperation  in 

countries  -pa  larP^eeting  representatives  of  the  Warsaw  Treaty  member^ 

co£tries  and  of  NATO  states  was  held  in  the  Embassy  of  the  Polish  Peop  c  s 
Republic.  Participants  in  the  consultations  were  J'ref  the 

Orzechowski,  member  of  the  Political  Bureau  of  erPoland 

Polish  United  Workers'  Party  and  minister  of  foreign  aff 
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Ainb.i'^sador  Yuriy  Kashlev,  head  of  the  Soviet  delegation,  called  the  attention  of  the 
andit.MU'o  to  a  concrete  program  of  the  demilitarization  of  Europe  put  forward  by  the 
Soviet  leadership  and  urged  to  intensify  the  work  both  of  the  Vienna  meeting  on 
III  i  I  i  I  a  ry  po  i  i  t  ica  1  problems,  and  of  the  consultations  on  new  talks  dealing  with  the 
reduction  of  the  armed  forces  and  conventional  armaments  in  Europe  from  the  Atlantic  to 
the  Urals. 

As  for  the  socialist  countries,  the  Soviet  representative  continued,  they  are  ready  for 
an  active;  and  purposeful  discussion  of  the  whole  range  of  elements  of  the  mandate  of 
those  talks. 


Polish  Confidence-Building  Proposals 
LD111754  Moscow  TASS  in  English  1545  GMT  11  May  87 

I  Text!  Bonn  May  11  TASS  —  TASS  correspondent  Vladimir  Smelov  reports: 

A  n(;w  comprehensive  plan  proposed  by  the  leadership  of  the  Polish  People's  Republic  for 
arms  reductiini  and  confidence-building  in  Central  Europe  through  a  gradual  lessening  of 
the  volume  of  nuclear  and  conventional  arms  was  one  of  the  central  topics  discussed  at 
a  incH'ting  of  the  working  group  on  problems  of  European  security.  The  meeting  was  held 
in  the  framework  of  the  West  German-Polish  forum  in  Kiel.  Prominent  politicians  as 
welt  as  figures  in  science  and  culture  from  both  countries  took  part  in  it. 

heading  expert  of  the  SDPG  on  disarmament  problems  Egon  Bahr  said  at  the  forimi  that  tlv.* 
new  Polisii  proposals  "deserve  to  be  answered  by  Europe".  He  said  Poland  came  out  with 
a  foreign  policy  initiative  which  suits  European  interests  for  its  contents  and 
tuning.  Egon  Bahr  emphasized  that  the  comprehensive  plan  of  the  Polish  leadership 
proposes  not  only  arms  reduction  but  also  confidence-building  in  central  Europe. 

Tile  Polish  representatives  pointed  to  the  need  for  an  early  implementation  of  the 
proposal  to  eliminate  medium-range  and  shorter-range  missiles  in  Europe. 

Speaking  at  the  forum,  minister  of  state  in  the  ERG  Foreign  Ministry  Helmut  Scheffer 
declared  in  favour  of  the  development  of  commercial  and  economic  relations  between  the 
Common  Market  and  the  CMEA.  He  said  East-West  economic  cooperation  would  promote 
stability  in  Europe. 


'Innovative'  Proposals  Praised 
Lnil2125  Moscow  Domestic  Service  in  Russian  1730  GMT  11  May  87 

[Text]  The  press  in  the  socialist  countries  is  widely  discussing  the  integrated  plan 
for  reducing  armaments  and  strengthening  confidence-building  measures  in  central 
Europe,  which  was  proposed  by  Poland  the  other  day.  Over  to  our  commentator,  Vladimir 
Pasko : 


[Pasko]  I  expect  you  are  already  acquainted  with  the  essence  of  this  plan.  Comrades. 
It  is  about  a  gradual  reduction  in  nuclear  and  conventional  armaments  in  the  region 
bordered  by  the  opposing  military-political  alliances  in  Europe,  and  embracing  the 
territory  of  nine  states,  Poland  is  proposing  a  gradual  withdrawal  from  there  and 
reduction  of  operational  hnd  tactical  nuclear  weapons;  as  well  as  conventional 
armaments,  first  and  foremost  those  of  maximum  power  and  accuracy  capable  of  a  sudden 
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l„„o™tlve  ,.at„re  of  the  fol;*"  P~?<>-itfh%hridS'c.t*a  a'ulleaTffee’ Vur^Te .“i'dey 

foil  olao  to  aae  that  they  ate  '“'Xe  «  Uitaty  c^So^taWon  on  the  continent  as  a 

.ue  directed  toward  a  reduction  in  the  ^  In  the  final,  analysis, 

whole,  which  the  Warsaw  Pact  of  crLting  a  European  home,  which  Comrade 

Poland's  initiative  is  in  line  with  the  Idea  of  creating  _^P^^  accident  that  many 

^hse;"::  :^f\of°;^edicti:;|  "\r::r\uhlic  aL  -international  dehate  on  Comrade 
Jaruzelski's  proposal. 

I  would  like  to  draw  ^^^"the  ro7iaUrt''''coltr S' lately.  In  the 

increase  in  the  foreign-policy  activity  o  creating  a  nuclear-free  world, 

period  following  the  Soviet  Union's  the  fraternal  states, 

international  life  has  been  witness  countries  on  the  reduction  in 

These  include  the  Budapest  appea  y  Atlantic  to  the  Urals;  the  series  of 

armed  forces  and  conventional  of  medium-range  missiles  in 

proposals  by  the  Soviet  Union  linked  .  .^g  on^  delivering  Europe  from  nuclear 

Europn;  the  proposal  by  the  socia  is  ^  gaP  by  Czechoslovakia  and  the  GDR  to 

weapons  and  banning  chemical  weapon  ,  P  ,  ^  la  central  Europe;  and  similar 

create  a  corridor  free  of  nuclear  .Urr  zone  in  tlie  Balkans, 

proposals  by  Bulgaria  and  Romania  on  the  creation  of  a 

At  the  latest  session  of  the  committee  of  foreign  ministers  of  the  Warsaw  Pact 

r-  r„rf 

:Lu^ifrirLf„pe\nrtH„Pslout  pne  „0Ua. 
Polish  Foreign  Minister  Speaks 
LD121942  Moscow  TASS  in  English  1923  GMT  12  May  87 

,  ,  M  n  TAsq  Favourable  conditions  have  been  recently  created  for  a 

[Text]  Vienna  May  12  TASS  -  real  prospects  are  openi.ig 

cut  in  the  level  of  military  confrontation  in  Europe,  P  1^  the  forces 

for  f-eing  the  continent  from^medi^^^^^^^^  Safs.  A  statement  to  this  effect 

and  pTe'irry  seTion  of  the  Vienna  meeting  of  representatives  of  the  states 

wa.s  made  at  ttie  plenary  sessiun  u  „  Cr^ryn^ra  t- i  nn  todav  bv  Marian 

participants  in  the  Conference  on  European  Security  and 

OrzL-howski,  member  of  the  PolUical  Bureau  of  he  that  the 

Committee,  Polish  foreign  minister.  e  pom  secretary  of  the  Polish  United 

specific  plan  proposed  by  Wojciec  aruze  ,  Council  of  State,  provides  for 

r^:^;  ^  ^  ""t^Ld  building  up  confidence  in 

Central  Europe. 
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EUROPEAN  CONFERENCES 


TASS  REPORTS  ON  14  MAY  OPENING  OF  NEW  MBFR  ROUND 

Soviet  Delegation  Arrives 

LD121253  Moscow  TASS  in  English  1436  GMT  12  May  87  \ 

[Text]  Vienna  May  12  TASS — A  Soviet  delegation  led  by  V.V.  Mikhaylov  has 
arrived  in  Vienna  today  to  attend  the  scheduled  round  of  talks  on  mutual 
force  and  arms  cuts  in  central  Europe.  The  talks  are  due  to  open  on  May  14. 

Soviet  Delegate  Speaks 

LD141300  Moscow  TASS  in  English  1255  GMT  14  May  87 

[Text]  Vienna  May  14  TASS  —  A  new  round  of  Vienna  talks  on  Mutual  Force  and  Arms  Cuts 
in  Central  Europe  has  opened  here  today.  The  first  plenary  session  was  addressed  by 
Valerian  Mikhaylov,  who  heads  the  Soviet  delegation.  He  drew  the  attention  of  the 
participants  in  the  talks  to  the  fresh  efforts  of  the  Soviet  Union  and  other  Warsaw 
Treaty  member  states  recently  taken  to  create  real  opportunities  for  reaching  mutual 
unrlcrstanding  and  specific  agreements  on  the  most  burning  issues  concerning  the  right 
of  countries  and  peoples  to  security  and  peaceful  development. 

The  Soviet  representative  stressed  that  the  deadlock  at  the  Vienna  talks  can  be  ended 
aiul  their  success  can  be  ensured  only  by  the  mutual  efforts  of  the  sides.  There  is  an 
oppportunity  for  reaching  agreement.  The  draft  agreement  tabled  by  the  socialist 
coiuttries  on  February  20,  1986,  on  the  initial  cut  by  the  Soviet  Union  and  the  USA  of 
ground  forces  and  arms  with  the  subsequent  non-increase  in  the  level  of  the  forces  and 
arms  of  the  sides  and  measures  in  central  Europe  in  that  connection,  remains  in  force. 
In  combination  with  the  Stockholm  agreement  it  ensures  a  good  basis  for  reaching  accord. 
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NUCLEAR  TESTING  AND  FREE-ZONE  PROPOSALS 


SWEDISH  PAPER  REGRETS  INFLUENCE  OF  USSR  MILITARY  ON  TEST  BAN  END 
Stockholm  DAGENS  NYHETER  in  Swedish  27  Feb  87  p  2 
[Editorial:  "Instead  of  a  Test  Ban"] 

[Text]  The  longest  test  ban  observed  by  a  superpower  in  a  quarter  if  a 

century  is  broken.  After  one  and  one-half  years  the  Soviets  have  given  up 

their  role  as  a  good  example.  Thursday  morning's  nuclear  explosion  at 
Semipalatinsk  put  an  end  to  a  phase  which  had  caused  many  expectations.  Now 
we  seem  to  be  back  in  the  sad  and  tragic  old  refrain  with  new  nuclear  weapon 
experiment  which  give  no  hope  for  reduction  of  armaments. 

Considering  the  absolute  unwillingness  of  the  Reagan  Administration  to  agree 
to  the  Soviet  position  following  Hiroshima  Day  in  1985,  it  can  be  said  that 
there  never  was  a  chance  for  a  mutual  test  ban.  We  surely  still  now  only  know 
that  the  Soviets  for  their  part  expected  an  actual  development. 

Behind  the  new  nuclear  weapon  test  is  pressure  from  the  Soviet  military 
leadership  to  get  started  again.  When  Sweden  and  other  countries  for  a  long 
time  demanded  a  complete  test  ban  it  was  with  the ^  objective  of  preventing 
continued  weapons  development,  to  break  the  arms  spiral. 

In  recent  years  it  has  certainly  been  hinted  that  the  nuclear  powers  no  longer 
needed  to  carry  out  nuclear  formal  nuclear  explosions,  because  important 
reactions  could  be  studied  on  advanced  computer  models.  Recently  a  highly 
placed  American  scientist  claimed  that  they  have  now  come  down  to  a  necessary 
minimum  of  test  explosions,  since  everything  cannot  be  simulated  on  computers. 
If  this  is  a  total  American  decision,  how  will  it  sound  in  the  Soviet  Union, 
with  much  smaller  computer  resources? 

The  Soviet  military  began  to  grumble  openly  after  one  year's  test  ban.  The 
Ghlef  of  the  General  Staff  Akhromeyev  on  his  visit  to  Stockholm  was  certainly 
loyal  to  this  political  decision,  but  spoke  of  the  risk  of  "certain  damages. 
In  the  resolution  from  the  meeting  of  the  Central  Committee  at  the  beginning 
of  the  year  it  was  said  that  the  situation  requires  that  "defense  resources  be 
strengthened  in  all  ways."  This  drew  attention.  We  have  now  seen  another 
strong  e?cpresslon  of  the  influence  of  the  Soviet  military  within  the  power 

apparatus . 
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NUCLEAR  TESTING  AND  FREE-ZONE  PROPOSALS 


NORWAY'S  STAND  ON  NWFZ  PROPOSAL,  NATO  COMMITMENT  EXAMINED 
Stockholm  VART  FORSVAR  in  Swedish  Apr  87  pp  13-14 

[Article  by  Arne  Olav  Brundtland,  scientist  in  the  Norwegian  Foreign  Policy 
Institute  and  columnist  in  a  number  of  daily  newspapers:  "Norway:  Relations 
With  Allies  Comes  Before  Creation  of  a  Nuclear-Weapon-Free  Zone";  first 
paragraph  is  VART  FORSVAR  introduction] 

[Text]  At  the  time  the  former  Finnish  president  Urho  Kekkonen's  plan  for  a 
nuclear-weapon-free  zone  in  the  Nordic  countries  was  put  on  the  agenda  one 
could  count  on  every  Norwegian  Government  to  reject  a  proposal  for  a  zone 
bound  by  treaty.  The  reason  for  that  was  in  reality  that  Danish  and  Norwegian 
freedom  from  formal  binding  in  nuclear-weapon  policy  was  seen  as  an  important 
security  policy  option  which  contributed  to  stability,  not  just  in  Norway  but 
also  J.n  -the  NorU-ic  .countries. 

It  is  not  so  today.  The  proposal  for  a  nuclear-weapon-free  zone  in  the  Nordic 
countries  which  was  launched  in  October  1980  represents  a  desire  to  raise  the 
nuclear  weapon  threshold  in  Norwegian  security  policy  in  the  same  way  as  the 
threshold  was  reduced — purely  politically — with  Norwegian  participation  in 
NATO's  dual  decision  of  1979  (concerning  basing  medium-range  nuclear  weapons 
in  West  Europe) . 

I  believe  it  is  important  to  clarify  the  duality  of  the  problem  surrounding 
nuclear  weapon  policy  in  making  future  decisions. 

We  have  not  succeeded  in  solving  the  question  of  what  type  of  zone  should  be 
implemented.  I  myself  believe  that  it  is  difficult  to  imagine  such  a  zone 
without  Danish,  Swedish  and  Finnish  participation.  One  can  have  mixed 
opinions  about  the  necessity  of  Island's  participation.  From  a  general 
political  standpoint  it  is  difficult  not  to  have  Iceland  participate.  But 
from  a  purely  military  strategic  standpoint  one  can  imagine  solutions  which  do 
not  Include  Iceland  because  of  the  country's  remoteness  from  Scandinavia. 

The  most  important  military-strategic  objectives  in  the  Nordic  countries  are 
considered  to  be  the  coast  of  North  Norway  and  the  Baltic  exits. 
Theoretically  one  can  imagine — from  a  Norwegian  perspective — a  zone  which  does 
not  include  Denmark.  A  Nordic  zone  without  Sweden,  however,  appears 
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impossible.  From  the  Swedish  viewpoint,  they  will  presumably  want  Denmark  to 
participate. 

Finnish-Swedlsh  Zone 

The  alternative  of  establishing  a  solely  Finnish-Swedish  zone  has  been 
debated,  but  rejected. 

As  a  result  of  the  unity  among  the  Nordic  countries  and  their  foreign 
ministers  during  the  meeting  in  August  1986  it  now  appears  that  the  zone 
question  will  get  a  lot  of  attention  at  the  foreign  minister  meeting  in  March. 
A  mandate  is  expected  for  a  detailed  investigation  by  senior  officials.  The 
intent  will  be  mostly  to  get  serious  work  underway  so  that  the  Nordic 
countries  can  agree  on  how  such  a  zone  will  be  formed. 

As  far  as  Norway  is  concerned  there  are  two  conditions  that  must  be  met. 

1.  A  part  of  a  broader  European  arrangement. 

Here  Norwegian  politics  has  used  two  different  formulations: 

The  Labor  Party  believes  that  a  Nordic  zone  should  be  part  of  a  broader 
European  solution  to  reduce  nuclear  weapons  in  both  East  and  West. 

This  condition  has  a  still  stricter  interpretation  by  the  Conservative, 
Christian  People's  and  Center  Parties  (the  former  government  coalition).  For 
these  parties  it  is  important  that  Norway  not  act  on  its  own  outside  NATO 
solidarity. 

2.  Consistent  with  Norwegian  NATO  policies. 

First  and  foremost  a  zone  must  be  accepted  by  non-Nordic  NATO  members  as  a 
functioning  security  policy  arrangement.  It  is  uncertain  whether  a  zone 
arrangement  would  be  consistent  with  NATO's  strategic  doctrine  of  flexible 
response.  The  doctrine  is  of  course  based  on  the  idea  that  one  will  not 
renounce  the  possibility  of  using  nuclear  weapons  in  an  early  phase. 

But  as  long  as  those  within  NATO  do  not  Insist  that  the  principle  of  forward 
defense  applies  the  same  way  in  each  member  country,  we  can  then  imagine  a 
C0rtain  soft6ning  of  opinions  toward  a  Nordic  zono. 

The  Labor  Party  is  more  actively  trying  to  get  the  members  of  the  alliance  to 
accept  a  policy  for  a  Nordic  nuclear-weapon-free  zone.  The  nonsocialist 
opposition— and  especially  the  Conservative  Party— is  more  ready  to  listen  to 
viewpoints  from  Norway's  allies. 

Golding  Committee 

The  Golding  Committee,  which  worked  out  a  report  for  the  Norwegian  Foreign 
Ministry,  has  advocated  that  nuclear  charges  on  board  ships  in  contiguous 
waters  should  be  Included  in  a  zone  arrangement. 
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In  order  that  this  will  survive,  inspections  are  needed  with  the  help  of  the 
major  powers  and  the  allies,  something  which  clearly  shows  how  problematic  it 
is  to  imagine  an  isolated  Nordic  solution  to  the  zone  idea. 

Another  problem  area  which  was  brought  out  in  the  Golding  Report  is  the 
relationship  to  the  Importance  of  strengthening  conventional  weapons.  If  one 
can  turn  away  from  nuclear  weapons,  making  them  impossible  to  utilize  in  war 
as  a  limited  and  politically  rational  weapon,  the  idea  returns  that  war  is  a 
continuation  of  politics  by  other  means. 

Then  the  importance  of  conventional  forces  which  the  Warsaw  Pact  can  release 
against  the  Nordic  area  Increases.  From  this  it  follows  that  a  better 
conventional  balance  must  be  found  in  the  area,  and  that  also  demands  that  the 
East  reduce  its  conventional  forces.  This  problem  must  be  further 
investigated  in  connection  with  a  future  Nordic  report. 

Achieve  Results 

Perhaps  it  is  more  important  to  maintain  a  process  rather  than  achieve 
results.  Finland's  handling  of  the  zone  idea  over  two  decades  implies  this. 
Norway  has  said  that  the  zone  discussion  can  be  a  confidence-building  measure 
in  itself. 

It  is  clear  that  the  question  of  a  nuclear-weapon-free  zone  in  the  Nordic 
countries  is  related  to  East-West  relations  and  the  situation  within  NATO. 

Advances  in  non-Nordic  disarmament  and  reduction  of  tensions  mean  that  zone 
ideas  will  be  easier  to  put  through.  But  it  is  paradoxical  that  such  European 
developments  make  a  Nordic  zone  less  relevant. 

It  is  clear,  however,  that  there  will  be  no  isolated  zone  under  current 
international  conditions  and  with  the  composition  of  the  existing  Norwegian 
government.  But  one  should  not  ignore  the  two  main  conditions — a  broader 
European  relationship  and  consistency  with  Norwegian  NATO  policy — which  were 
behind  the  launching  of  the  idea  in  Norwegian  politics  in  October  1980. 

Isolated  Solution 

The  risk  of  an  isolated  solution,  or  of  repudiation  of  the  two  main 
conditions,  can  arise  if  the  general  disarmament  problem  becomes  more 
difficult.  Former  Foreign  Minister  Knut  Freydenlund  said  in  his  report  to  the 
Storting  in  December  1986  that  after  Reykjavik  we  stand  at  a  crossroads  in 
disarmament  policy.  There  are  similar  thoughts  in  Swedish  Government  circles. 

The  problem,  however,  is  whether  the  idea  of  an  Isolated  Nordic  zone  is  going 
to  look  interesting  the  more  complicated  the  long  term  disarmament  perspective 
becomes . 

In  such  a  situation  perhaps  one  would  believe  that  the  Nordic  countries  should 
show  the  way  and  utilize  the  only  availavle  possibilities.  But  in  such  a 
situation  the  problem  is  that  countries  such  as  Norway  and  Denmark  feel 
obliged  /hot  to  risk  their  security  policy  relations  with  their  allies.  If 


relations  with  the  allies  are  perceived  as  threatened  because  of  continued 
active  work  for  a  Nordic  nuclear-weapon-free  zone,  those  working  in  Norwegian 
security  policy— entirely  independent  of  the  government  constellation— will  be 
forced  to  give  priority  to  considerations  of  Norway's  non-Nordic  NATO  allies. 
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SOLOiiOif  I?;i,AMDS  TO  RION  ijllO].l’AU  TlOlT  ZOK];  TRIATY 


i;A3  30()46  Loii;;  Kour  AFP  in  0(i2C  OHT  13  J-fjiy  VH 


[Te3;t]  Viliij  Vanuatu,  13  Fay  (AF'P) '-'llic  Soluriion  lalipmit;  it:  to  ciy,!!  the  South 
Pacific  jiuclcar  P'roo  Zone  'J'rea.ty,  tiespite  reservations  about  its  effective¬ 
ness,  a  poveriment  spokesman  saiti  Kednesday. 


The.  spokesiinm  told  AGhhCi',  I'KAPiCK- I’Pd-.SSh  by  telephone  from  the  Solomon's 


capital  of  boniara  that  1’rii.ie  liinister  lizekiel  A1  ebau  mould  sipn  the  treaty 
of  karotonpa  4  June  in  Suva. 


The  Solomons  v/as  one  of  three  South  Pacific  forum  membej’s  which  lifid  not  sif^ned 
the  treaty  iirctocols.  The  others  are  Vanuatu  tind  Tonpa . 


The  spokesman  said  that  the  ttirue  states  had  considered  the  treaty,  v.’hich 
binds  signatories  not  to  devcloi),  test  or  store  nuclctar  vjeapons  in  the  Sonth 
Pacific,  as  too  v/eak. 


'iJe  had  reservations  about  the  trciity,  but  vv.  arc  fully  coimnittcd  to  a  nuclear 
free  Pacific the  spokesman  said. 

he  said  that  it  was  up  to  V.-uiuntu  and  Tonga  to  decide  whether  they  too  would 
sigvi.  but  added  that  ''wc  tliiuk  they  shou-ld.'' 

Vanuatu  Governruent  officials  here  V7ero  unaviltible  for  comment. 

Ifr  .Ale£ibfm  amiounced  his  goveruTnent's  decision  at  a  cabinet  meeting  Tuesday. 

It  was  reported  Wednesday  by  the  statc-ovmcd  Solomon  Island's  broadcasting 
coi-poration,  V7hich  was  monitored  here. 

The  Solomon's  Joins  as  a  signatory  to  the  South  Pacific  Forum  sponsored  treaty 
Australia.  New  Zealand.  Fiji,  Cook  Islands,  Tuvalu.  Kiribati,  Niue,  Western 
Samoa,  N'auru  and  Papua  Net;  Guinea. 

China  and  the  Soviet  Union  have  signed  the  treaty,  but  the  United  States, 
Britain  and  France,  which  recently  detonated  another  nuclear  device  at  its 
Nururos  Atoll  test  site  in  the  Pacific,  have  declineil. 
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NUCLEAR  TESTING  AND  FREE  ZONE  PROPOSALS 


BRIEFS 

JAPANESE  CITY  PROTESTS  SOVIET  TESTS--Nagasaki,  April  20  KYODO— The  city  of 
Nagasaki,  victimized  by  an  atomic  bomb  during  World  War  II,  sent  a  letter  to 
Soviet  Ambassador  to  Japan  Nikolay  Solovyev  Monday,  blaming  the  Soviet  Union 
for  Sunday's  underground  nuclear  test  in  the  Soviet  Ural  mountains.  T  e 
letter  said  that  repeated  nuclear  testing  will  only  lead  to  disastrous 
competition  (among  superpowers)  to  develop  nuclear  weapons.  We  demand  that 
the  Soviet  Union  take  initiative  to  explore  ways  to  obtain  arms  control  ana 
world  peace  in  negotiations  with  the  United  States,"  it  added.  The  letter 
marks  the  10th  letter  of  protest  that  Nagasaki  has  sent  to  a  superpower  this 
year.  [Text]  [Tokyo  KYODO  in  English  0553  GMT  20  Apr  87  OW]  /6091 

CSO:  5260/94 
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RELATED  ISSUES 


TASS  REPORT  ON  END  OF  UN  DISARMAMENT  COMMISSION  DEBATE 

Moscow  APN  DAILY  REVIEW  in  English  8  May  87  pp  1-3 

[TASS  item:  "Disarmament  Commission  Finishes  General  Debate"] 

[Text]  New  York,  May  7,  TASS — The  session  of  the  United  Nations  Commission 
on  Disarmament  finished  general  debate,  which  had  shown  the  growing  world 
resolution  to  start  practical  disarmament,  nuclear  in  the  first  place. 

In  that  context,  many  delegations  spoke  for  the  Soviet-American  agreement 
on  medium-range  Euromissiles  to  be  concluded  without  delay  as  starting  point 
for  nuclear  disarmament;  the  first  understanding  to  demonstrate  that  the 
arms  race  escalation  can  be  stopped. 

To  reverse  ominous  trends,  all  have  to  profoundly  realise  how  imperative  it 
is  to  use  new  thinking  in  tackling  the  involved  security  issues. 

A.  Bessmertnykh,  USSR  Deputy  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  and  head  of  the 
Soviet  delegation  at  the  session,  stressed.  To  use  new  thinking  means  to 
display  intellectual  daring,  revise  stale  cliches,  open  them  to  doubt  from 
today's  viewpoints  and  reject  them  if  necessary. 

It  is  no  less  imperative,  as  we  see  it,  to  understand  that  all  states,  big 
and  small,  socialist  and  capitalist,  nuclear  and  non-nuclear,  aligned  and  non- 
aligned,  can  do  their  bit  to  solve  those  tasks.  As  Mikhail  Gorbachev,  General 
Secretary  of  the  CPSU  Central  Committee,  emphasised,  contemporary  world  is 
interdependent  enough  to  be  compared  to  a  team  of  mountain  climbers  on  a 
steep  slope.  Nations  may  either  go  on  mounting  to  the  summit  or  fall  into 
the  precipice  together,  tied  with  one  rope  as  they  are. 

The  Soviet  representative  went  on  to  stress  the  inner  logics  of  the  Soviet 
stance  on  the  issues  of  nuclear  disarmament  and  prevention  of  the  space  arms 
race.  He  also  directed  the  attention  of  the  gathering  to  the  latest  Soviet 
proposals  on  questions  the  commission  was  tackling.  The  Security  Council 
could  be  instrumental  in  elaborating  practical  nuclear  disarmament  measures, 
he  said.  In  particular,  a  special  Council  session  could  be  convened  to  dis¬ 
cuss  stopping  the  nuclear  arms  race  and  starting  nuclear  disarmament. 

The  advanced  Soviet  stance  on  limiting  naval  armaments  and  proliferating 
confidence-building  measures  to  seas  and  oceans  envisages,  in  particular. 


91 


our  country’s  readiness  to  introduce— together  with  the  United  States  and 
other  nuclear  powers,  and  on  a  mutual  basis— a  practice  of  announcing  t  e 
absence  of  nuclear  weaponry  on  board  their  warships  in  the  nuclear  ree 
sea  zones  as  mutually  agreed  upon.  More  than  that,  the  issue  of  preventing 
terrorism,  piracy,  etc.  could  be  discussed  in  the  framework  of  resolutions 
on  guaranteed  sea  route  security,  on  legal-political  and  military  technic 
measures  of  confidence  and  non-use  of  force  at  sea. 

The  Soviet  representative  reaffirmed  the  USSR’s  readiness  for  a  proportionate 
reduction  of  the  military  budgets,  for  beginning  specific  talks  on  this  sub 
iect.  The  importance  was  stressed  of  the  fact  that  the  Commission  is  starting 
to  discuss,  for  the  first  ever  time,  issues  relating  to  conventional  arms  an 

verification. 

The  UN  Commission  on  Disarmament  can  make  a  considerable  contribution  to  the 
elaboration  of  common  approaches  to  principles,  methods  and 

because  reliable  all-embracing  verification  is  an  integral  part  of  all  effor 
to  carry  out  confidence  measures  and  reduce  armaments.  It  is  bound  to  become 
a  major  guarantee  of  an  all-embracing  system  of  international  security,  of 
strength  of  its  foundation  in  the  military  sphere. 

Taking  into  account  the  role  of  verification  as  a  major  means  of  ensuring 
stability  and  security,  the  Soviet  delegation  submitted  a  proposal  to  hold 
in  1988  in  the  USSR,  within  the  framework  of  the  world  campaign  for  dis 
armament,  a  conference  of  representatives  of  the  public,  of  non  governmental 
organisations  specially  devoted  to  issues  of  controlling  the  observance  of 
the  agreements  on  the  limitation  of  arms  and  on  disarmament. 

Standing  for  intensifying  the  whole  mechanism  of 

armament  issues  and  for  putting  it  on  a  business  footing,  the  Soviet  Union 
holds  the  view  that  completion  of  the  working  out  by  the  Commission  of 
specific  recommendations  and  proposals  relating  to  the  role  of  the  Unite 
Nations  in  this  sphere  would  contribute  to  this. 

It  is  very  important  to  find  a  correct,  harmonious  combination  between  the 
national  interests  and  the  interests  of  setting  up  an  all-embracing  system 
of  international  security,  the  head  of  the  Soviet  delegation  stressed.  I 
not  at  all  easy  to  rise  above  the  narrowly  understood  interests,  specif icaly 
SLt  Moc  and  atate  ones,  and  to  direct  the  efforts  to  ensuring  a  collective 
interest — survival.  But  this  should  be  done. 


(IZVESTIYA,  May  7.  In  full.) 
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RELATED  ISSUES 


SOVIET  BOOK  ON  ARMS  RACE  REVIEWED 

Moscow  MIROVAYA  EKONOMIKA  I  MEZHDUNARODNYYE  OTNOSHENIYA  in  Russian  No  12, 

Dec  86  (signed  to  press  18  Nov  86)  pp  143-145 

[L.  Semeyko  review:  "Acute  Global  Problem"] 

[Text] 

The  book  in  question  ( 1 ) ,  which  was  prepared  by  a  group  of  authors  of 
the  USSR  Academy  of  Sciences  Institute  of  World  Economy  and  International 
Relations  within  the  framework  of  the  Scientific  Council  for  Study  of  Problems 
of  Peace  and  Disarmament  (Candidate  of  Historical  Sciences  A.D.  Nikonov, 
executive  editor),  examines  from  current  standpoints  the  most  varied  aspects 
of  the  arms  race— political,  military-technical  and  economic.  Also  examined  in 
dialectical  unity  are  the  interconnections,  which  makes  it  possible  to  create 
a  convincing  picture  of  the  threat  looming  over  the  world  as  a  whole  and 
individual  regions  thereof .  This  is  particularly  valuable  since  consideration 
of  the  interconnections  in  the  arms  race  is  becoming  increasingly  important. 
There  is  a  connection  between  nuclear  and  space-based  arms  (the  creation  of  a 
space  "shield"  would  make  for  a  sharpening  of  tne  nuclear  "sword,"  and  the 
latter  would  lead  to  an  increase  in  the  "shield");  between  nuclear  and 
conventional  arms  (both  their  increasingly  great  comparability  in  terms  of 
their  destructive  potential  and  the  increased  likelihood  of  the  growth  of  a 
conventional  war  into  a  nuclear  war  here);  and,  finally,  between  the  arms  race 
and  disarmament  (the  first  makes  the  second  increasingly  difficult,  and  in  a 
number  of  cases,  impossible). 

The  group  of  authors  faced  an  exceptionally  complex  task;  analyzing  witn 
regard  for  the  latest  material,  the  process  and  focus  of  the  arms  race  not  so 
much  in  the  past  as  in  the  present  and,  possibly,  in  the  future,  if  preventing 
a  buildup  of  military  arsenals  is  not  possible.  It  is  for  this  reason  that  the 
first  chapter  even  sets  the  tone  of  the  entire  book,  revealing  the  political 
and  military-technical  singularities  of  the  situation  which  is  taking  shape  in 
connection  with  the  attempts  of  imperialism,  American  primarily,  to  break  up 
the  military-strategic  balance  in  the  world. 


1.  "Gonka  vooruzheniy;  prichiny,  tendentsii,  puti  prekrashcheniya"  [The  Arms 
Race;  Causes,  Trends,  Ways  of  Curtailment],  Moscow,  "Mezhdunarodnyye 
otnosheniya" ,  19bb,  pp  304. 


93 


active  -nonacceptance  of  tPe  very  fact  L^'^strLegic 

the  endeavor  to  disrupt  it  at  any  military  policy  and  strategy  of 

Zeriorm  ar«  Lo=  an.  the  main 

leading  circles  of  tne  United  b  lU)— sucn  is  tne  worK's  icey 

political  factor  spurring  of  the  end  of  the  present  century;  m  a 

proposition.  It  explains  e  pa  extermination  capable  of  destroying 

Soria  supersaturated  with  ^  „hion  Is  unpreoedented  in 

everything  living,  a  new  stage  of  t  its  essence  lies  in  tne 

ZrZ  of  "nfs^T  revolu^  all  components  of 

ese  of  the  "SSfcn  Le“ca“impISialism  is  setting  here  is  to 

tr'u^ilatera?  capacity  for  delivering  a  disarming  and  decapitating 
strixe  as  swiftly  as  possible. 

me  arms  race  is  analysed  in  ‘he  nooh^not  ^ly  rtrihl 

indicators  in  ^ftSough  the  prism  of  tne  military-strategic 

conventional  arms  but  ^ States  as  a  whole.  As  far  as  actual 

concepts  and  military  po  icy  oniv  extraordinarily  abundant  quantitatively 

data  are  ooneerned,  they  are  not  only  ewtrao. dinar i^y^_ 

tut  also  highly  valuanle  from  tne  quail  reference.  The  authors' 

book  may  perfectly  well  be  used  _  ^  I  place  of  the  logistical 

conceptual  approach  to  “f °‘^Pa3P^ma!  tLets  and  in  its  actions 
^tai-rw  ^?hru:erf;:crtraSirSe  outlined  goals  makes  a  very 
favorable  impression  also. 

I„e  analysis  of  the  Smerican  ““^^“^^"“Srta^sk:  ZT,Tl' 

weapons  is  united  in  the  book  United  States’  endeavor  to 

the  basis  of  specific  facts  an  g  »  qj-  tne  -counterforce" 

acquire  first-strike  capacity  not  o  y  y  creation  of  means  of 

combat  potential  "'^^hirw^ld  in  fact  perform  primarily 

a  broad-based  antimissile  defen  ,  succeeded  in  accomplishing  it. 

offensive  aggressive  functions.  Tne  authors  su 

such  a  political  and  military-technical  J  the  reader  a  clear 

creation  of  a  strategic  oHensive-defe^ive  s  being  developed  by 

idea  of  the  very  sssehoe  of  the  new  =‘^6®  °f  Sat  ™  irhardly  advisable  to 

the  United  States.  “°;;Sto°SeSomputerLatibn  and  upgrading  of  dontrol 

reduce  this  essence  merely  to  the  p  Pandora's  box  than  what 

systems  (p  It),  '^leotronios  are  rather  the  key  to  tne  aestruotlon 

gL  into  it.  Cohstltutihg  the  latter  are  the^latest^me  and  in  the 

capable  of  delivering  a  firs  =  target  with  the  first  round.  The 

conventional  arms  sphere,  of  hitting  the  t  g 
material  of  tbe  book  is  convincing  testimony  to  this. 

me  proposltibh  coheerning  the  fact  that  the  "ongoi^  SSSShirnSoS''  the 

quallLtlve  changes  in  PPP'^f  ^^SlsrSStU  oSdSiohs  "for  tne 

limits  of  the  'oonventlonai'  eonoept  but  also  ereati^^  aignif loanee,  even 

aooompiishment  with  their  P^J-P  °  ,  la  valid.  Conventional  ammunition 
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an  important  small  target,  one-two  guided  missiles 
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sufficient.  In  addition,  it  is  becoming  possible  with  one  operational-tactical 
missile  to  destroy  10-15  targets,  tanks,  for  example  (p  185). 

Increasingly  great  significance  is  being  attached  to  the  latest  conventional 
arms,  as  to  general  forces  as  a  whole,  in  Washington's  military-political  and 
strategic  plana,  to  which  testify  the  "air-land  battle"  and  "Rogers  Plan" 
concepts,  which  provide  for  the  spatial  expansion  and  growth  of  the  scale  of 
the  use  of  the  firepower  of  conventional  forces  for  the  purpose  of  active 
offensive  operations  to  great  depth. 

The  work  pays  considerable  attention  to  the  European  aspect  of  the  arms  race _ 

both  in  the  plane  of  the  specific  actions  of  the  United  States  and  NATO  and 
from  the  viewpoint  of  the  globalization  of  American  military  policy.  The  tune 
in  the  escalation  of  the  arms  race  is  being  called  by  the  United  States,  which 
pays  for  approximately  6l  percent  of  NATO’s  total  military  spending.  Of  the 
approximately  !pdO  billion  spent  by  the  countries  of  the  Eurogroup  for  military 
purposes,  $16.5  billion  (or  more  than  23  percent)  are  spent  on  acquiring  the 
latest  anas  in  the  United  States,  the  FRG,  France  and  Great  Britain.  The  three 
latter  account  for  80  percent  of  tne  arms  created  by  the  West  European  members 
of  the  bloc  (pp  118-120).  These  and  other  indicators  adduced  in  the  book  are 
supplemented  by  data  on  such  channels  of  the  arras  race  as  the  programs  of 
modernization  of  the  NATO  infrastructure,  primarily  in  Europe. 

Considerable  attention  is  paid  to  the  trend  toward  the  spread  of  the 
militarist  preparations  of  the  United  States  and  NATO  beyond  the  bloc's 
effective  geographical  zone.  These  include  plans  for  use  of  the  European  bases 
for  operations  outside  of  this  zone,  the  formation  of  the  RDF  and  coordination 
of  the  allies'  operations  wnen  engaged  in  individual  aggressive  actions.  It  is 
ultimately  a  question  of  a  process  of  the  formation  of  the  aggregate  military 
might  of  imperialism,  to  which  the  discursive  and  interesting  second  chapter 
is  devoted.  The  said  process  has  gone  beyond  the  NATO  framework,  acquiring  in 
the  past  two  decades  new  quantitative  and  qualitative  parameters. 

Both  a  unification  of  efforts  and  division  of  the  spheres  of  responsibility  of 
imperialism  in  the  military  and  military— economic  spheres  are  under  way. 
Military-economic  interaction,  the  book  observes,  "is  to  a  considerable  extent 
a  new  category,  which  has  arisen  as  a  result  of  the  globalization  of  the 
inilitary  preparations  of  imperialism  and  which  reflects  attempts  to  increase 
military-economic  pressure  on  the  socialist  countries"  (p  32).  It  is  a 
question  here  both  of  the  NATO  allies  and  "non-NATO"  countries  adhering  to  a 
pro-American  policy.  In  ly84  the  military  spending  of  14  such  countries 
constituted  more  than  88  percent  of  the  military  spending  of  the  West  European 
region,  and  the  strength  of  their  armed  forces  was  almost  half  a  million  men 
more  than  that  of  the  United  States'  NATO  allies  (p  41). 

Interesting  material  is  adduced  in  the  chapters  devoted  to  the  arms  race  in 
the  Asia-Pacific  region,  the  naval  arms  of  the  United  States  and  the  other 
NATO  countries ,  the  influence  of  militarism  on  the  developing  countries  and 
economic  aspects  of  the  arms  race.  The  final  chapter,  which  is  devoted  to  the 
public  movement  against  the  arms  race  and  for  disarmament,  is  logical  and 
comprehensive. 
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1  ic!  successful,  althougn  the  authors  have 

The  structure  of  the  work  as  a  who!  repetitions  and  reversions  to  one  and 

not  succeeded  in  escaping  a  number  ^  ^  ^  conventional  arms  race 

same  question.  TIL  other  hand,  the 

ememlned  in  different  “  “'/the  latek  arms  (partioularly  the 
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In  conclusion  we  highirQualified  group  of  authors  of 

SfiMVwllfbe'merwith'Lterest  by  the  scientific  community,  propagandxsts 
and  all  who  are  interested  in  internatxonax  problems. 
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RELATED  ISSUES 


PRC:  QIAN  QICHEN  DISCUSSES  PEACE,  DISARMAMENT 

HK041505  Beijing  SHIJIE  ZHISHI  in  Chinese  No  8,  16  Apr  87  pp  2-3 

[Article  by  staff  reporter  Huang  Shuhai  [7806  2579  3189]:  "Qian  Qichen  on 
Peace  and  Disarmament"] 

[Text]  Editor’s  Note:  In  the  last  10  days  of  March,  diplomats,  disarmament 
experts,  scholars,  and  well-known  persons  from  many  countries  gathered  in 
Beijing  and  held  an  UN  regional  symposium  for  "The  World  Disarmament  Campaign" 
to  jointly  explore  ways  of  realizing  disarmament  and  safeguarding  pace.  The 
meeting’s  participants  aired  their  own  views  and  held  animated  discussions  in 
a  lively  atmosphere , 

During  the  meeting,  our  staff  reporter  made  a  special  trip  to  interview  Chinese 
Vice  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  Qian  Qichen  and  sought  his  comments  on  the 
current  issues  of  world  peace  and  disarmament.  [End  Editor’s  Note] 

Medium-Range  Missile  Negotiations  Attract  Much  Attention 

Reporter:  After  the  new  Soviet  proposal  on  reduction  of  medium-range  mis¬ 

siles  was  announced,  many  commentators  believe  that  a  substantive  breakthrough 
in  the  U.S, -Soviet  arms  control  negotiations  is  likely.  Do  you  think  so? 

Qian  Qichen:  Of  late,  the  Soviet  Union  and  the  United  States  have  put  forth 
several  new  proposals  on  the  question  of  medium-range  missiles.  The  two  ne¬ 
gotiating  sides  agreed  that  there  was  the  possibility  of  achieving  a  break¬ 
through  and  concluding  an  agreement.  This  has  attracted  widespread  attention 
of  world  opinion.  It  is  our  hope  that  they  can  reach  an  agreement.  However, 
we  will  see  how  things  develop.  It  should  be  pointed  out  that  the  question  of 
medium-range  missiles  has  a  direct  bearing  on  the  security  of  countries  in 
Europe  as  well  as  in  Asia.  International  security  is  indivisible.  While  the 
security  of  Europe  is  Important,  the  security  of  Asia  is  equally  important. 

We  cannot  agree  to  the  idea  that  the  security  of  countries  in  Asia  can  be 
neglected.  We  insist  that  in  accordance  with  the  same  principle,  there  should 
be  a  simultaneous  and  balanced  reduction  of  the  medium-range  missiles  deployed 
in  both  Europe  and  Asia,  until  their  complete  destruction. 

As  far  as  the  reduction  of  strategic  nuclear  weapons  is  concerned,  in  recent 
years,  while  stating  that  nuclear  wars  cannot  be  won  and  should  never  be 
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fought,  both  the  Soviet  Union  and  the  United  States  have  Indeed  put  forth  a 
number  of  proposals  and  plans,  one  of  which  Is  a  50  percent  reduction  of 
strategic  nuclear  weapons  as  the  first  step.  However,  the  two  sides  have 
so  far  reached  no  substantial  agreement  and  evidently,  their  differences 
remain  as  serious  as  ever . 

The  Strong  Demands  of  the  Peoples  of  All  Countries 

Reporter:  In  the  40-odd  postwar  years,  although  a  new  world  war  has  not 

occurred,  regional  conflicts  and  local  wars  have  continuously  taken  place  and 
the  arms  race  has  kept  escalating  on  a  global  scale. 

Qian  Qlchen;  That's  right.  In  the  past  40  years  or  more  since  the  end  of 
World  War  II,  the  world  has  remained  In  the  grip  of  turbulence  and  unrest  and 
mankind  has  yet  to  achieve  genuine  peace.  The  arms  race  between  the  two  super¬ 
powers  has  kept  escalating  worldwide.  The  International  situation  remains 
tense,  with  regional  conflicts  and  local  wars  occurring  one  after  another  and 
the  danger  of  wars  still  threatens  world  peace,  and  security.  It  Is  precisely 
because  of  this  that  people  all  over  the  world  are  making  unremitting  efforts 
In  various  ways  to  safeguard  peace. 

The  ultimate  goal  of  nuclear  disarmament  should  be  the  complete  prohibition 
and  thorough  destruction  of  all  types  of  nuclear  weapons.  Let  us  first  take 
a  look  at  the  reality  of  the  nuclear  armaments  In  the  world  today.  As  every¬ 
body  knows,  the  two  superpowers  possess  the  largest  and  most  sophisticated 
nuclear  arsenals,  amounting  to  over  97  percent  of  all  the  nuclear  weapons  In^ 
the  world.  Their  nuclear  weapons  have  long  reached  the  level  of  oversaturation 
and  overkill.  With  the  piling  up  of  nuclear  weapons,  the  continuing  arms  race 
Is  not  only  absurd  but  also  a  mockery  of  human  wisdom.  The  extension  of  the 
arms  race  Into  outer  space  will  trigger  off  Its  spiralling  escalation.  The 
grim  realities  are  that  whatever  their  Intentions,  only  these  two  have  the 
strength  and  capability  to  launch  a  nuclear  war.  The  latent  possibility  that 
world  civilization  will  be  ruined  by  a  nuclear  war  Is  like  the  sword  of 
Damocles,  posing  a  constant  threat  to  the  peace  and  security  of  mankind. 

As  a  Chinese  saying  goes:  "It  takes  the  one  who  tied  the  knot  to  untie  It. 
Naturally,  they  must  assume  the  primary  responsibility  and  obligations  for 
nuclear  disarmament.  The  UN  General  Assembly  at  its  41st  session  unanimously 
adopted  a  resolution  which  clearly  set  forth  the  special  responsibility  of 
the  superpowers  and  urged  them  to  take  the  lead  In  substantially  reducing  their 
nuclear  disarmaments .  This  fully  reflected  the  strong  desire  of  the  world  s 
people  and  the  common  will  of  the  international  community. 

Therefore,  we  are  of  the  view  that  the  two  superpowers  should  take  the 
lead  In  Immediately  halting  the  test,  production,  and  deployment  of  all  types 
of  nuclear  weapons  and  drastically  reduce  and  destroy  all  types  of  nuclear 
weapons  they  have,  deployed  elsewhere  inside  and  outside  their  countries  to 
create  conditions  for  other  nuclear  states  to  take  part  in  nuclear  disarmament. 
After  that,  a  broadly  representative  International  conference  on  nuclear  dis¬ 
armament  with  the  participation  of  all  the  nuclear  states  should  be  held  to 
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discuss  further  measures  for  the  thorough  destruction  of  nuclear  weapons. 

China  as  a  nuclear  state  will  not  shirk  its  responsibility  and  will  strive 
to  make  its  due  contribution  to  this  end. 

Strive  for  the  Conclusion  of  an  International  Convention  on  the  Prohibition 
of  the  Use  of  Nuclear  Weapons 

Reporter:  To  reduce  or  remove  the  danger  of  a  nuclear  war,  many  countries 
have  strongly  demanded  that  the  prohibition  of  the  use  of  nuclear  weapons  be 
condified  in  the  form  of  law. 

Qian  Qlchen;  We  have  consistently  advocated  that  all  nuclear  states  should 
undertake  the  obligations:  1)  Not  to  be  the  first  to  use  nuclear  weapons  under 
any  circumstances  and  2)  not  to  use  or  threau'^n  to  use  nuclear  weapons  against 
nonnuclear  states  or  nuclear-free  zones.  And  on  this  basis,  they  could  move 
on  to  conclude  an  international  convention  on  the  prohibition  of  the  use  of 
nuclear  weapons  with  the  participation  of  all  nuclear  states. 

An  Increasing  number  of  countries  are  now  calling  for  the  establishment  of 
nuclear-free  zones  and  zones  of  peace.  This  gives  expression  to  their  just 
aspirations  against  nuclear  war  and  for  the  peace  and  security  of  their  own 
regions ,  We  maintain  that  nuclear  states  should  respect  the  propositions  and 
demands  of  these  countries  and  undertake  corresponding  obligations.  As  early 
as  1964,  China  declared  explicitly  on  the  very  first  day  when  it  came  into 
possession  of  nuclear  weapons  that  at  no  time  and  under  no  circumstances  would 
it  be  the  first  to  use  nuclear  weapons.  China  has  also  undertaken  not  to  use 
or  threaten  to  use  nuclear . weapons  against  nonnuclear  states  or  nuclear-free 
zones.  China  has  successively  signed  the  relevant  protocols  to  the  Treaty 
for  the  Prohibition  of  Nuclear  Weapons  in  Latin  American  and  the  South  Pacific 
Nuclear-free  Zone,  China  unequivocally  supports  the  proposals  for  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  nuclear-free  zones  in  Latin  America,  the  South  Pacific,  Africa, 
the  Middle  East,  South  Asia,  and  the  Korean  Peninsula. 

Reporter:  It  is  said  that  China  takes  a  noncooperative  attitude  toward  the 

Treaty  on  the  Nonproliferation  of  Nuclear  Weapons.  IThat  are  your  comments  on 
the  argument? 

Qian  Qichen:  This  is  a  misunderstanding.  Like  many  other  countries,  China 
is  for  the  principle  of  nonproliferation  of  nuclear  weapons,  China  will  not 
help  any  country  develop  nuclear  weapons.  Its  nuclear  cooperation  with  other 
countries  is  confined  only  to  the  peaceful  use  of  nuclear  energy.  We  hold  that 
the  legitimate  rights  of  numerous  developing  countries  to  use  nuclear  energy 
for  peaceful  purposes  shotild  not  be  Impaired,  As  for  the  Treaty  on  the 
Nonproliferation  of  Nuclear  Weapons,  it  has  been  justly  pointed  out  that  the 
obligations  nuclear  states  and  nonnuclear  states  should  assume  under  it 
respectively  are  imbalanced  and  unfair.  The  treaty  only  limits  lateral  proli¬ 
feration  and  places  no  limits  at  all  on  vertical  proliferation,  namely,  the 
continuous  expansion  and  improvement  of  the  nuclear  arsenals  of  the  super¬ 
powers.  Many  experts  are  dissatisfied  with  it.  That  is  why  China  has 
reservations  on,  and  is  critical  of  this  treaty. 
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Conventional  Disarmament  Should  not  Be  Overlooked 

Reporter:  It  seems  that  people  have  for  many  years  stressed  exclusively 

nuclear  disarmament  and  seldom  mentioned  the  necessity  of  conventional 
disarmament . 

Qian  Qichen:  As  I  see  it,  while  emphasizing  nuclear  disarmament,  one  should 
not  overlook  the  Importance  and  urgency  of  conventional  disarmament.  There 
is  in  fact  an  organic  link  between  nuclear  and  conventional  disarmament. 

First,  both  nuclear  and  conventional  armaments  are  basic  elements  in  the  mili¬ 
tary  might  which  prop  up  the  two  major  confronting  military  blocs.  Second, 
with  the  development  of  science  and  technology,  conventional  weapons  have  be¬ 
come  increasingly  lethal  and  destructive.  Third,  there  is  no  insurmountable 
barrier  between  conventional  and  nuclear  wars.  Should  a  conventional  war  break 
out  in  certain  highly  developed  regions,  it  will  probably  escalate  into  a 
nuclear  war.  Fourth,  conventional  armaments  are  also  frequently  used  as  a  means 
to  interfere  in,  subvert,  invade  or  to  occupy  a  sovereign  state.  In  the  post¬ 
war  years,  the  use  of  conventional  weapons  in  regional  wars  and  conflicts 
has  taken  a  toll  of  tens  of  millions  of  human  lives.  Fifth,  military  expendi¬ 
tures  in  the  world  every  year  now  total  nearly  $1,000  billion,  most  of  which 
is  spent  on  conventional  armaments.  An  enormous  amount  of  human  wealth  is  thus 
wasted.  One  cannot  but  regret  that  enormous  wealth  should  be  devoted  to  the 
arms  race  when  there  is  still  starvation  and  poverty  on  earth. 

Obviously,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  conventional  armaments  be  reduced 
drastically  along  with  nuclear  disarmament.  Conventional  armaments  of  any 
country  should  be  used  only  for  self-defense.  It  goes  without  saying  that  the 
superpowers  and  military  blocs  which  possess  the  largest  and  most  sophisticated 
and  conventional  arsenals  should  take  the  lead  in  drastically  reducing  their 
conventional  armaments.  This  is  of  crucial  Importance  to  the  maintenance  of 
world  peace. 

Outer  Space  Arms  Race  Should  Be  Checked 

Reporter:  Currently  people  are  talking  much  about  the  question  of  an  outer 

space  arms  race.  What  is  the  real  situation  then? 

Qian  Qichen:  That's  right.  Outer  space  is  haunted  by  a  specter,  namely,  the 
imminent  or  ongoing  arms  race.  This  is  in  effect  an  extension  and  development 
of  the  nuclear  arms  race  which  will  lead  to  a  more  complex  situation  character¬ 
ized  by  a  progressive  escalation  of  the  arms  race  involving  offensive  nuclear 
weapons  defensive  weapons  systems.  This  race  will  further  destabilize  the 
world  and  Increase  the  danger  of  war.  Checking  this  race  has  become  a  most 
urgent  task  for  mankind. 

Outer  space  is  the  common  heritage  of  mankind  and  its  development  and  utiliza¬ 
tion  should  bring  benefits  to  mankind.  It  is  against  the  will  of  mankind  for 
any  country  to  develop,  test,  produce  or  deploy  outer  space  weapons  in  any 
way.  It  is  hoped  that  an  International  convention  on  the  complete  prohibition 
of  outer  space  weapons  can  be  concluded  at  an  early  date. 
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It  Is  Not  Enough  To  Rely  on  Disarmament  Alone 

Reporter:  Now  It  seems  there  is  an  argument  asserting  that  so  long  as  dis¬ 
armament  is  achieved,  world  peace  and  national  security  can  be  ensured  and 
that  disarmament  means  everything.  What  are  your  comments  on  this  argument? 

Qian  Qlchen:  It  goes  without  saying  that  disarmament  contributes  to  world 
peace  and  security.  But  it  is  not  enough  to  rely  on  disarmament  alone  in  pre¬ 
serving  peace  and  security.  World  peace  and  national  security. are  closely 
interrelated.  Encroaching  upon  a  nation's  independence  and  sovereignty  will 
undoubtedly  Jeopardize  world  peace.  Therefore,  to  safeguard  peace  and  se¬ 
curity,  it  is  necessary  to  oppose  any  form  of  interference  by  any  country  in 
the  Internal  affairs  of  others  and  any  form  of  violation  of  the  sovereignty 
and  territorial  integrity  of  others  and  necessary  to  oppose  in  particular  any 
country's  using  its  military  means  to  subject  others  to  wars  of  aggression. 

This  means  that  to  safeguard  world  peace,  it  is  necessary  to  oppose  hegemonism. 

Having  suffered  untold  tribulations  in  wars  of  foreign  aggression  in  the  past, 
the  Chinese  people  cherish  peace  and  security  all  the  more  deeply.  We  have 
always  maintained  that  all  countries  in  the  world  are  equal.  We  are  opposed 
to  the  big  bullying  the  small  and  the  strong  lording  it  over  the  weak  and  are 
opposed  to  the.  use  or  threat  of  force  in  international  relations  and  inter¬ 
ference  and  aggression  against  other  countries.  We  are  in  favor  of  a  peaceful 
settlement  of  international  disputes. 

It  is  a  complicated  and  arduous  task  to  check  the  arms  race  and  promote  dis¬ 
armament.  Having  a  direct  bearing  on  peace  and  security  for  all  peoples, 
it  calls  for  concerted  and  unremitting  efforts  on  the  part  of  the  people  of 
the  world.  All  countries,  big  or  small,  strong  or  weak  militarily,  should 
have  the  equal  right  to  participate  in  the  discussion  and  settlement  of  the 
disarmament  question  which  should  not  be  monopolized  by  a  few  big  powers. 
Meanwhile,  it  must  be  stressed  that  any  disarmament  agreement  should  not 
infringe  upon  the  interests  of  other  countries. 

At  present,  to  maintain  world  peace  and  oppose  war  has  been  taken  by  billions 
of  people  as  their  objective  and  sacred  duty.  Only  when  the  people  all  over 
the  world  take  their  destiny  in  their  hands  can  civilization  triumph  over 
brutality,  can  cooperation  prevail  over  confrontation,  can  war  be  checked,  and 
can  there  be  bright  prospects  for  a  lasting  peace. 
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